EPOSITED BY THE 
> STATES OF AMERICA 


[No. 42] 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION BILL 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTFE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Monday, February 15, 1960. 

The committee met at 10:14 a.m., the Honorable Carl Vinson 
(chairman) presiding. 

. The Curarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is the beginning of the hearing on 
H.R. 10220, known as the public works construction bill. 

Now in the hopes that I might be of some aid to the committee, it 
prompts me in making this statement, and I have a copy of it before 
each one of you, and if I blunder across it, why, you can see how cor- 
rectly it is written in the statement. [Laughter. ] 

(‘The bill is as follows :) 


[H.R. 10220, 86th Cong., 2d sess.] 
ABILL To authorize certain construction at military installations, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, 


TITLE I 


Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop military in- 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 
(Ordnance Corps) 


Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Training facilities, medical facilities, 
nd utilities, $5,121,000. 
’ Blue Grass Ordnance Depot, Kentucky: Utilities and ground improvements, 


$850,000. 
‘Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Operational facilities, $369,000. 

Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Community facilities and utilities, $1,000,000. 

ae Ordnance Depot, Oregon: Utilities and ground improvements, 
‘ Watertown Arsenal, Massachusetts: Research, development, and test facili- 
ties, $1,849,000. 

White Sands Missile Range, New Mexico: Operational facilities, and utilities, 
1,233,000. 

(Quartermaster Corps) 


Fort Lee, Virginia: Administrative facilities and utilities, $577,000. 

Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Maintenance facilities, $365,000. 

New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Operational facilities, $89,000. 
* Quartermaster Research and Engineering Center, Massachusetts: Research, 
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development and test facilities, and troop housing, $3,628,000. 

Richmond Quartermaster Depot, Virginia: Operational facilities and admin- 
istrative facilities, $609,000. 

Sharpe General Depot, California: Maintenance facilities, $218,000. 


(Chemical Corps) 


Army Chemical Center, Maryland: Operational facilities and community facil- 
ities, $843,000. 

Fort Detrick, Maryland: Research development, and test facilities, $334,000, 

Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Community facilities, $87,000. 


(Signal Corps) 


Fort Huachuca, Arizona: Research, development, and test facilities, and 
utilities, $415,000. 

Fort Monmouth, New Jersey: Research, development, and test facilities, troop 
housing, and community facilities, $9,603,000. 


(Corps of Engineers) 


Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Operational facilities, utilities, and real estate, 
$1,838,000. 
(Transportation Corps) 


Brooklyn Army Terminal, New York: Utilities. $607,000. 
Fort Eustis, Virginia: Training facilities, administrative facilities, and troop 
housing, $1,095,000. 
(Medical Corps) 


Madigan General Hospital, Washington: Medical facilities, $73,000. 
Walter Reed General Hospital, District of Columbia: Supply facilities, 
$788,000. 
FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 


(First Army Area) 
Fort Devens, Massachusetts: Troop housing and utilities, $2,157,000. 


(Second Army Area) 


Fort Knox, Kentucky: Maintenance facilities, research, development and test 
facilities, and troop housing, $6,872,000. 

Fort Meade, Maryland: Operational facilities and maintenance facilities. 
$788,000. 


(Third Army Area) 


Fort Benning, Georgia: Medical facilities, administrative facilities, and com- 
munity facilities, $1,956,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Training facilities, supply facilities, and com- 
munity facilities, $1,092,000. 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky: Maintenance facilities, and community facilities, 
$609,000. 

Fort McClellan, Alabama: Training facilities and supply facilities, $463,000. 

Fort Rucker, Alabama : Operational aud training facilities, maintenance facili- 
ties, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and real estate, 


$3,518,000. 
(Fourth Army Area) 


Fort Bliss, Texas: Maintenance facilities and troop housing, $2,026,000. 
Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, 
and utilities, $4,955,000. 
(Fifth Army Area) 


Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Operational facilities, troop housing, and utilities, 
$1,370,000. 

United States Army Support Center, Missouri: Administrative facilities, 
$2,188,000. 
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Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri: Troop housing, community facilities, utilities, 
and medical facilities, $9,087,000. 


(Sixth Army Area) 


Fort Lewis, Washington: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and 
utilities, $539,000. 

Fort MacArthur, California: Operational facilities, $151,000. 

Fort Ord, California: Operational facilities and maintenance facilities, 
1,114,000. 
. Presidio of Monterey, California: Troop housing, $1,633,000. 

Presidio of San Francisco, California: Utilities and ground improvement, 
202,000. 
’ West Coast Relay Transmitter Station, California: Operational facilities, and 
utilities, $1,231,000. 

Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Research, development, and test facilities and 
community facilities, $137,000. 


(Military District of Washington, District of Columbia) 
Fort McNair, District of Columbia : Utilities, $263,000. 


(United States Military Academy) 
United States Military Academy, West Point, New York: Utilities, $350,000. 


(Defense Atomic Support Agency) 


Clarksville Base, Tennessee: Utilities, $238,000. 
National Naval Medical Center, Maryland: Research, development, and test 
facilities, $1,891,000. 


Sandia Base, New Mexico: Hospital facilities and troop housing, $140,000. 
(Alaska Command Area) 
Fort Greely, Alaska: Family housing and community facilities, $2,649,000. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


(Pacific Command Area) 


Camp Buckner, Okinawa: Operational facilities, supply facilities, medical 
facilities, and utilities, $2,946,000. 

Korea: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities and utilities, $4,892,000. 


(Caribbean Command Area) 


Salinas Training Area, Puerto Rico: Training facilities, $208,000, 
Fort Allen, Puerto Rico: Supply facilities, administrative facilities, utilities, 
and ground improvements, $295,000. 


(European Command Area) 
Italy: Utilities, $221,000. 


(Army Security Agency) 


Various locations : Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative 
facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $2,964,000. 


(Signal Overseas Stations) 


Various locations : Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative 
facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $3,282,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop classified mili- 
tary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabili- 
tating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land acqui- 
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sition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total 
amount of $46,216,000. 

Sec. 103. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop Army installa- 
tions and facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by changes 
in Army missions, new weapons developments, new unforeseen research and 
development requirements, or improved production schedules, if the Secretary 
of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion in the 
next military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent with inter- 
ests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, 
convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, including 
land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in 
the total amount of $17,500,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Army, or 
his designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, immediately upon reaching a final decision to imple- 
ment, of the cost of construction of any public work undertaken under this sec- 
tion, including those real estate actions pertaining thereto. This authorization 
will expire as of September 30, 1961, except for those public works projects con- 
cerning which the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of 
Representatives have been notified pursuant to this section prior to that date. 

Sec. 104. In accordance with the provisions of title IV of the Housing Amend- 
ments of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the Army is au- 
thorized to construct family housing for occupancy as public quarters at the 
following locations: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


Fort Huachuca, Arizona, 100 units. 
Fort Eustis, Virginia, 275 units. 
Fort Meade, Maryland, 400 units. 
Fort Ritchie, Maryland, 60 units. 
Fort Campbell, Kentucky, 500 units. 
Fort Rucker, Alabama, 498 units. 
Fort Sill, Oklahoma, 350 units. 
Fort Lewis, Washington, 500 units. 
Fort Ord, California, 500 units. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


Fort Buchanan, Puerto Rico, 100 units. 

Sec. 105. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES”, in section 101, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Fifth Army Area)”, with 
respect to Camp Carson, Colorado, strike out “$3,582,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$3,839,000”. 

(b) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts “$131,906,000" and 
“$238,870,000" and inserting in place thereof “$132,163,000” and ‘$239,127,000”, 
respectively. 

Sec. 106. (a) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended 
by striking out in section 102 “$203,331,000” and inserting in place thereof “$207,- 
385,000”. 

(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (1) of section 402 the amounts “$203,331,000” and “$339,- 
601,000” and inserting in place thereof “$207,385,000” and “$343,655,000”. 

Sec. 107. (a) Public Law 85-241 as amended, is amended under the heading 
“INSIDE THE UNITED STATES”, in section 101, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Transportation 
Corps)”, with respect to Fort Eustis, Virginia, strike out “$562,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$747,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (First Army Area)”, with 
respect to Fort Devens, Massachusetts, strike out “$6,719,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$7,354,000”. 
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(8) Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Fourth Army Area)”, 
with respect to Fort Bliss, Texas, strike out “$7,704,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$8,113,000”. 

(b) Public Law 85-241, as amended, is amended by striking out in clause 
(1) of section 502 the amounts “$118,101,000” and ‘“$295,580,000” and inserting 
in place thereof “$119,330,000” and ‘“$296,809,000”, respectively. 

Sec. 108. (a) Public Law 85-685, as amended, is amended under the heading 
“INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 101 as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Second Army Area)”, 
with respect to Fort Meade, Maryland, strike out “$498,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$917,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “rreLp Forces FACILITIES (Third Army Area)”, with 
respect to Fort Bragg, North Carolina, strike out $762,000” and insert in place 
thereof ‘$1.059,000”; and with respect to Fort Campbell, Kentucky, strike out 
“$847,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,200,000”. 

(b) Public Law 85-685, as amended, is amended by striking out in clause (1) 
of section 502 the amounts ‘“$109,556,000” and ‘“$309,466,000” and inserting in 
place thereof “$110,625,000” and ‘$310,535,000”, respectively. 

Sec. 109. (a) Public Law 86-149 is amended under the heading “INSIDE THE 
UNITED STATES” in section 101 as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Second Army Area)”, 
with respect to Fort Meade, Maryland, strike out ‘$2,530,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$3,819,000”. 

(b) Public Law 86-149 is amended by striking out in clause (1) of section 
402 the amounts “$72,363,100” and “$188,403,100” and inserting in place thereof 
“$73,652,100” and “$189,692,100”, respectively. 


TITLE II 


Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop military in- 
stallations und facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities and equipment for the following projects : 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Maryland: Utilities, $206,000. 

Naval Shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina: Maintenance facilities, 
$2,355,000. 

Naval Facility, Fort Miles, Lewes, Delaware: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, 
troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$1,293,000. 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Connecticut: Operational facilities, and 
dental facilities, $738,000. 

Naval Underwater Sound Laboratory, New London, Connecticut: Research, 
development and test facilities, $4,432,000. 

Naval Submarine Base, Pearl Harbor, Oahu, Hawaii: Training facilities, 
$509,000. 

Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, and utilities, $6,829,000. 

Naval Shipyard, San Francisco, California: Utilities, $285,000. 


FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Naval Station, Charleston, South Carolina: Utilities, $56,000. 

Naval Observatory, District of Columbia: Research, development and test 
facilities, $250,000. 

Naval Observatory, Flagstaff, Arizona: Research, development and test facili- 
ties, $2,000,000. 

Naval Station, Mayport, Florida: Utilities, $1,745,000. 

Naval Station, San Diego, California: Operational facilities, $1,700,000, 
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NAVAL WEAPONS FACILITIES 
(Training Stations) 


Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, ammunition supply facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $2,766,000. 


(Fleet Support Stations) 


Naval Air Station, Alameda, California: Operational facilities, $384,000. 

Naval Air Station, Barber’s Point, Oahu, Hawaii: Operational facilities, 
$222,000. 

Naval Air Station,, Cecil Field Florida: Operational facilities, and mainte- 
nance facilities, $271,000. 

Naval Degaussing Station, Charleston, South Carolina: Operational facilities, 
and real estate, $235,000. 

Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida: Operational facilities, $178,000. 

Naval Air Station, Lemoore, California: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and real estate, $10,818,000, 

Naval Air Station, Miramar, California: Maintenance facilities, $2,019,000. 

Naval Air Station, North Island, San Diego, California: Maintenance facilities, 
$244,000. 

Naval Air Station, Oceana, Virginia: Operational facilities, and maintenance 
facilities, $1,203,000. 

Naval Air Station, Quonset Point, Rhode Island: Operational facilities, 
$919,000. 


(Marine Corps Air Stations) 


Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort, South Carolina: Operational 
facilities, $272,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina: Operational facili- 
ties, and utilities, $1,611,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, California: Utilities and ground improve- 
ments, $558,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Hawaii: Operational facili- 
ties, $397,000. 

(Special Purpose Stations) 


Naval Air Development Center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: Research, devel- 
opment and test facilities, $1,334,000. 

Naval Air Station, Patuxent River, Maryland: Utilities, $2,116,000. 

Naval Missile Center, Point Mugu, California: Operational facilities, and on 
San Nicolas Island, utilities, $338,00. 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, District of Columbia: Administrative 
facilities, $85,000. 

Naval Supply Center, Oakland, California: Utilities, $358,000. 

Naval Supply Center, Norfolk, Virginia: Supply facilities, $151,000. 

Naval Supply Depot, San Diego, California: Supply facilities, $509,000. 


MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany, Georgia: Maintenance facilities, 
65,000. 

. Marine Corps Supply, Center, Barstow, California: Supply facilities, $82,000. 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: Troop housing, $433,000. 
Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, South Carolina: Troop housing, 

and community facilities, $1,455,000. 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California: Training facilities, admin- 
istrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $1,973,000. 
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Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, Virginia: Operational and training facili- 
ties, $715,000. 

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, San Diego, California: Training facilities, 
$73,000. 

Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, California: Utilities, $215,000. 


SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Troop housing, $6,000,000. 

Navy Supply Corps School, Athens, Georgia: Medical facilities, and real 
estate, $193,000. 

Fleet Air Defense Training Center, Dam Neck, Virginia: Troop housing, 
$669,000. 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Illinois: Utilities and ground improve- 
ments, $125,000. 

Fleet Sonar School, Key West, Florida: Training facilities, $922,000. 

Naval Station, Washington Metropolitan Area, on Government-owned land: 
Operational facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facili- 
tes, and utilities and ground improvements, $14,911,000. 


COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval Radio Station, Adak, Alaska : Operational facilities, $670,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Annapolis, Maryland : Operational facilities, and utilities, 
$795,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Cheltenham, Maryland: Operational facilities, $396,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Dixon, California: Operational facilities, $2,474,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Skaggs Island, California: Operational facilities, 
$1,579,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Wahiawa, Oahu, Hawaii: Operational facilities, 
$357,000. 

Naval Security Group Activity, Winter Harbor, Maine: Operational facilities, 
$2,279,000. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Naval Facility, Bermuda: Operational facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $908,000. 
Naval Facility, Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Operational facilities, 
$200,000. 
FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Joint United States Military Mission, Goleuk, Turkey: Family housing, 
$675,000. 
NAVAL WEAPONS FACILITIES 


Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam, Mariana Islands: Operational facilities, 
$822,000. 

Naval Station, Argentia, Newfoundland, Canada: Operational facilities, 
$462,000. 

Naval Air Station, Atsugi, Japan: Operational facilities, and _ utilities, 
$416,000. 

Marine Corps Air Facility, Iwakuni, Japan: Operational facilities, $910,000. 

Naval Air Facility, Naha, Okinawa, Ryukyu Islands: Family housing, and 
troop housing, $5,943,000. 

Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Operational facilities, $404,000. 

Naval Station, Rota, Spain: Operational facilities, and family housing, 
$2,414,000. 

Naval Air Facility, Sigonella, Sicily, Italy: Operational facilities, administra- 
tive facilities, and troop housing, $347,000. 
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COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval Radio Station, Barrigada, Guam, Mariana Islands: Operational facili- 
ties, $68,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Finegayen, Guam, Mariana Islands: Operational fa- 
cilities, $469,000. 

Naval Security Group Activity, Galeta Island, Canal Zone: Operational fa- 
cilities, $1,750,000. 

Naval Security Group Activity, Karamursel, Turkey: Operational facilities, 
$84,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Martin Pena, Puerto Rico: Operational facilities, 
$72,000. 

Naval Radio Facility, San Miguel, Luzon, Republic of the Philippines: Opera- 
tional facilities and utilities, $383,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop classified nayal 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of 
$18,257,000. 

Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop Navy installa- 
tions and facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by changes 
in Navy missions, new weapons developments, new and unforeseen research 
and development requirements, or improved production schedules, if the Secretary 
of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion in the 
next military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent with interests 
of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, convert, 
rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total 
amount of $17,500,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy, or his designee, 
shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the 
cost of construction of any public work undertaken under this section, includ- 
ing those real estate actions pertaining thereto. This authorization will expire 
as of September 30, 1961, except for those public works projects concerning which 
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives 
have been notified pursuant to this section prior to that date. 

Sec. 204. In accordance with the provisions of title IV of the Housing Amend- 
ments of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the Navy is authorized 
to construct family housing for occupancy as public quarters at the following 
locations: 

Naval Air Station, Alameda, California, nine hundred units. 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California, four hundred units. 

Naval Station, Charleston, South Carolina, five hundred units. 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Illinois, two hundred and fifty units. 

Naval Station, Mayport, Florida, five hundred units. 

Naval Air Station, Memphis, Tennessee, five hundred units. 

Naval Post Graduate School, Monterey, California, two hundred and fifty 
units. 

Naval Air Station, Oceana, Virginia, forty units. 

Pacific Missile Range, Point Mugu, California, three hundred units. 

Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, California, one hundred and fifty 
units. 

Sec. 205. (a) Public Law 161, Ejighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is 
amended under the heading “INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 201, as 
follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “avraTion FAcILitres (Fleet Support Air Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida, strike out 
“$2,224,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,724,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (2) of section 502 the amounts ‘“$308,634,600" and 
“$578,801,300” and inserting in place thereof ‘$309,134,600", and “$579,301,300”, 
respectively. 

Sec. 206. (a) Public Law 85-685, as amended, is amended under the heading 
“INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 201, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “sERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES”, with respect to the 
Naval Receiving Station, District of Columbia, strike out the amount “$650,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$850,000”. 
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(2) Under the subheading “COMMUNICATION FACILITIES’, with respect to the 
Naval Radio Station, Washington County, Maine, strike out the amount “$38,- 
654,000” and insert in place thereof “$45,954,000”. 

(b) Public Law 85-685, as amended, is amended by striking out in section 
202 the amount “$75,301,000” and inserting in place thereof ‘$93,101,000”. 

(c) Public Law 85-685, as amended, is amended by striking out in clause (2) 
of section 502 the amounts ‘“$216,809,000", “$75,301,000”, and “$325,994,000” and 
inserting in place thereof “$224,309,000”, “$93,101,000", and “$351,294,000”, re- 
spectively. 

TITLE III 


Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects : 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 


Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Maintenance facilities and com- 
munity facilities, $807,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Operational facilities, maintenance fa- 
cilities, and supply facilities, $456,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North Dakota: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, community facilities, and utilities, 
$3,075,000. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, California: Maintenance facilities and 
troop housing, $419,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, 
community facilities, and utilities, $38,251,000. 

Kingsley Field, Klamath Falls, Oregon: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, medical facilities, and community facilities, $299,000. 

Kincheloe Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative fa- 
cilities, troop housing, and community facilities, $4,548,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Operational facilities and 
maintenance facilities, $854,000. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities. supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and 
utilities, $4,180,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, and supply facilities, $451,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Maintenance facilities, com- 
munity facilities, and real estate, $732,000. 

Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washington: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, and community facilities, $1,985,000. 

Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Operational fa- 
cilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities, $286,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and community facilities, $1,383,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, New York: Maintenance 
facilities and community facilities, $411,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, and utilities, $1,715,000. 


AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 


Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Operational facilities, supply 
facilities, and utilities, $400,000. 

Gentile Air Force Station, Dayton, Ohio: Operational facilities, $422,000. 

Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and administrative facilities, $1,725,000. 

Health Maintenance Annex, Newark, Ohio: Maintenance facilities, $3,907,000. 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Operational facilities, $1,195,000. 
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Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational facilities and main- 
tenance facilities, $688,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Operational facilities and 
maintenance facilities, $1,470,000. 

Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California: Ground improvements, 
$169,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, and administrative facilities, $1,478,000. 

Stockbridge Test Annex, Rome, New York: Research, development, and test 
facilities, $2,653,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: Operational facilities, 
$1,032,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Training facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, and utilities, 
$1,810,000. 

AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 


Arnold Engineering Development Center, Tullahoma, Tennessee: Research, 
development, and test facilities, $10,500,000. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Research, development, and test 
facilities, and community facilities, $171,000. 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, research, development, and test facilities, supply facilities, and com- 
munity facilities, $2,312,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: Maintenance facilities, 
and utilities, $467,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: Operational and training 
facilities, research, development, and test facilities, utilities, and real estate, 
$3,596,000. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: Research, development, 
and test facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, and real estate, 

2,011,000. 

Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, research, development, and test facilities, supply facilities, and util- 
ities, $5,363,000. 

Sacramento Peak Upper Air Research Site, Alamogordo, New Mexico: Re- 
search, development, and test facilities, $166,000. 


AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Operational and training facilities 
and maintenance facilities, $2,173,000. 

Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Troop housing, $734,000. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Operational facilities and 
maintenance facilities, $670,000. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Operational and training facil- 
ities, $2.499,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base, San. Antonio, Texas: Training facilities, adminis- 
trative facilities, and troop housing, $3,022,000. 

Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado: Maintenance facilities and utilities, 
$1,256,000. 

Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Operational and training 
facilities and maintenance facilities, $2,709,000. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, utilities, and real estate, $5.040,000. 

Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Utilities, $182,000. 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Training facilities, $268,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, and medical facilities, $1,874,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada: Operational facilities and medical facili- 
ties, $457,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Training facilities, $292,000. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational and training facilities 
and maintenance facilities, $938,000. 
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AIR UNIVERSITY 


Gunter Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Training facilities and troop 
housing, $548,000. 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Operational facilities, hos- 
pital facilities, and troop housing, $5,188,000. 


ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 


Eielson Air Force Base, Alaska: Operational and training facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $5,309,000. 

Galena Airport, Alaska: Operational facilities, $1,965,000. 

King Salmon Airport, Alaska: Operational facilities, $973,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base, Alaska: Community facilities, $729,000. 

Various locations, Alaska: Operational facilities, supply facilities, troop hous- 
ing, and utilities, $5,524,000. 


CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 


Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Troop housing, community 
facilities, and utilities, $1,326,000. 


HEADQUARTERS COMMAND 


Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities, $3,789,000. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Aeronautical Chart and Information Center, Saint Louis, Missouri: Adminis- 
trative facilities, $3,200,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina : Maintenance facilities, 
$103,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational facilities, $147,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: Operational facilities and 
real estate, $182,000. 

Orlando Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Training facilities, $850,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois: Operational facilities and com- 
munity facilities, $999,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Maintenance facilities and medi- 
eal facilities, $732,000. 

PACIFIC AIR FORCES 


Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Operational facilities and supply 
facilities, $703,000. 
STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Maintenance facilities, $109,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Operational facilities, 
$7,265,000. 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, and supply facilities, $1,598,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational facilities and mainte- 
nance facilities, $974,000. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and community 
facilities, $1,877,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $1,714,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Operational facilities, $210,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, hospital facilities, and community facilities, $2,800,000. 

Clinton County Air Force Base, Wilmington, Ohio: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing 
and community facilities, $2,366,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and supply facilities, $1,305,000. 
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Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing and community 
facilities, $3,206,000. 

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Operational facilities and 
maintenance facilities, $348,000. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and training facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital facilities and real estate, $2,575,000, 

Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota: Operational facilities, 
$776,000. 

‘airchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Operational facilities and 
community facilities, $5,951,000. 

Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational facilities and supply 
facilities, $635,000. 

Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming: Operational facilities, 
$445,000. 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, and community facilities, $4,419,000. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Operational facilities, 
$463,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Maintenance facilities, $734,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $1,282,000. 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, Arkansas: Utilities, $100,000. 

Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Operational facilities, $540,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Operational facilities and main- 
tenance facilities, $7,468,000. 

McCoy Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Operational facilities, $786,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho: Operational facilities 
and administrative facilities, $695,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Administrative facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities, $3,458,000. 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York: Operational facilities, 
$80,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and troop housing, $2,464,000. 

Vandenberg Air Force Base, Lompoc, California: Maintenance facilities, and 
utilities, $1,284,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico: Operational facilities and main- 
tenance facilities, $847,000. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts: Operational facili- 
ties, $177,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knob Noster, Missouri: Operational facilities, 
$561,000. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscodo, Michigan: Operational and training facil- 
ities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $2,565,- 


TACTICAL ATR COMMAND 


England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, and supply facilities, $1,176,000. 
George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Maintenance facilities, $359,- 


Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and community facilities, $2,090,009. 

Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, Myrtle beach, South Carolina: Operational 
facilities, $222,000. 

Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Troop housing and community 
facilities, $1,356,000. 

Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Maintenance facilities, 
$423,000. 

Seymour-Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North Carolina: Training facil- 
ities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and administrative facilities, 
$2,146,000. 
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ATRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facil- 
ities, medical facilities, family housing, troop housing, community facilities, util- 
ities, and real estate, $38,790,000. 


SPECIAL FACILITIES 
Various locations: Operational facilities and administrative facilities, $684,000. 
OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 
Various locations : Utilities, $140,000. 


PACIFIC AIR FORCES 


Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facil- 
ities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, family housing, troop housing, 
community facilities, and utilities, $31,401,000. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Utilities, $850,000. 

Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Operational facilities, $70,000. 

Various locations ; Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, troop housing, 
community facilities, and utilities, $3,862, 


UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, family housing, troop housing, com- 
munity facilities, and utilities, $30,880,000. 


UNITED STATES AIR FORCE SECURITY SERVICE 


Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facil- 
ities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, family housing, troop housing, 
community facilities, and utilities, $8,007,000. 


SPECIAL FACILITIES 
Various locations: Operational facilities, $4,308,000. 
AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facil- 
ities, troop housing, and utilities, $25,637,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop classified 
military installations and facilities for ballistic and defense missiles by acquir- 
ing, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent or tempo- 
rary public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities, and equipment in the total amount of $323,600,000. 

Sec. 308. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop Air Force 
installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by 
changes in Air Force missions, new weapons developments, new and unforeseen 
research and development requirements, or improved production schedules, if 
the Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for in- 
clusion in the next military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent 
With interests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, con- 
struct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, 
including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equip- 
ment, in the total amount of $17,500,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Air Force, or his designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and House of Representatives immediately upon reaching a final de- 
cision to implement, of the cost of construction of any public work undertaken 
under this section, including those real estate actions pertaining thereto. This 
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authorization will expire as of September 30, 1961, except for those public works 
projects concerning which the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives have been notified pursuant to this section prior to 
that date. 

Sec. 304. In accordance with the provisions of Title IV of the Housing Amend- 
ments of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the Air Force is 
authorized to construct family housing for occupancy as public quarters at the 
following locations: 

Beale Air Force Base, California, two hundred and thirty units. 

Brooks Air Force Base, Texas, one hundred and seventy units. 

Griffiss Air Force Base, New York, one hundred and thirty-five units. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska, five hundred units. 

Turner Air Force Base, Georgia, four hundred and thirty units. 

Westover Air Force Base, Massachusetts, one hundred and eighty units. 

Sec. 305 (a) Public Law 85-685, as amended, is amended under the heading 
“INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 301, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “aIR DEFENSE COMMAND”, with respect to Kingsley 
Field, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike out “$229,000” and insert in place thereof 

(b) Public Law 85-685, as amended, is amended, by striking out in clause 
(3) of section 502 the amounts “$544,239,000” and ‘$954,493,000” and inserting 
in place thereof “$544,300,000” and “$954,554,000", respectively. 

Sec. 306. (a) Public Law 86-149, is amended under the heading “INSIDE THE 
UNITED States” in section 301, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “ALASKAN AIR COMMAND”, with respect to Elmen- 
dorf Air Force Base, Alaska, strike out “$1,150,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$1,409,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “TACTICAL AIR COMMAND”, with respect to England 
Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana, strike out “$2,468,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$2,669,000”. 

(b) Public Law 86-149 is amended by striking out in section 302 the amount 
“$417,541,000” and inserting in place thereof ‘467,541,000’. 

(c) Public Law 86-149 is amended by striking out in clause (3) of section 
402 the amounts of “$296,897,800”, ““$417,541,000", and “$797,496,800” and insert- 
ing in place thereof “$297,357,800”, “$467,541,000" and “$847,956,800”, respec- 


tively. 
TITLE IV 


Sec. 401. The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop installations and 
facilities required for advanced research projects and in connection therewith 
may acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or tem- 
porary public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities and equipment, in the total amount of $20,000,000. 

Sec. 402. (a) Section 401 of the Act of August 20, 1958 (72 Stat. 636, 659), is 
amended by striking out “$50,000,000” and inserting in place thereof “$73,545,- 
000” 


(b) Section 502 of the Act of August 20, 1958 (72 Stat. 636, 660), is amended, 
by striking out in clause (4) “$50,000,000” and inserting in nlace thereof 
“$73,545,000”. 

TITLE V 


GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Sec. 501. The Secretary of each military department may proceed to establish 
or develop installations and facilities under this Act without regard to sections 
3648 and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (31 U.S.C. 529. 40 U.S.C. 

59, 267), and sections 4774(d) and 9774(d) of title 10, United States Code. The 
authority to place permanent or temporary improvements on land includes 
authority for surveys, administration, overhead, planning, and supervision inci- 
dent to construction, That authority may be exercised before title to the land 
is approved under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (40 U.S.C. 
255), and even though the land is held temporarily. The authority to acquire 
real estate or land includes authority to make surveys and to acquire land, and 
interests in land (including temporary use), by gift, purchase, exchange of 
Government-owned land, or otherwise. 
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Sec. 502. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be neces- 
sary for the purposes of this Act, but appropriations for public works projects 
authorized by titles I, II, ITI and IV shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $79,882,000; outside the United 
States, $14,808,000; section 102, $46,216,000; section 103, $17,500,000; or a 
total of $158,406,000. 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $85,767,000 ; outside the United 
States, $16,327,000; section 202, $18,257,000; section 203, $17,500,000; or a 
total of $137,851,000., 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, $229,541,000; outside the 
United States, $1,105,155,000; section 302, $323,600,000; section 303, $17,- 
500,000 ; or a total of $657,796,000. 

(4) for title IV : $20,000,000. 

Sec. 503. Any of the amounts named in titles I, II, and ITI of this Act, may, in 
the uiscretion of the Secretary concerned, be increased by 5 per centum for 
projects inside the United States (other than Alaska) and by 10 per centum 
for projects outside the United States or in Alaska, However, the total cost of 
all projects in each such title may not be more than the total amount authorized 
to be appropriated for projects in that title. 

Sec. 504. Whenever— 

(1) the President determines that compliunce with section 2313(b) of 
title 10, United States Code, for contracts made under this Act for the 
establishment or development of military installations and facilities in 
foreign countries would interfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed 
upon alternative methods of adequately auditing those contracts ; 

the President may exempt those contracts from the requirements of that section. 

Sec. 505. Contracts for construction made by the United States for perform- 
ance within the United States, and its possessions, under this Act shall be exe- 
cuted under the jurisdiction and supervision of the Corps of Engineers, Depart- 
ment of the Army, or the Bureau of Yards and Docks, Department of the Navy, 
unless the Secretary of Defense determines that because such jurisdiction and 
supervision is wholly impracticable such contracts should be executed under 
the jurisdiction and supervision of another department or Government agency, 
and shall be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a competitive basis to the lowest 
responsible bidder, if the national security will not be impaired and the award 
is consistent with chapter 137 of title 10, United States Code. The Secretaries 
of the military departments shall report semiannually to the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives with respect to all con- 
tracts awarded on other than a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder. 

Sec. 506. As of July 1, 1961, all authorizations for military public works to be 
accomplished by the Secretary of a military department in connection with the 
establishment or development of military installations and facilities, and all 
authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are contained in Acts approved 
before August 21, 1958, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a later 
authorization are repealed, except— 

(1) authorizations for public works and for appropriations therefor that 
are set forth in those Acts in the titles that contain the general provisions; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as to which appropriated 
funds have been obligated for construction contracts or land acquisitions in 
whole or in part before July 1, 1951, and authorizations for appropriations 
therefor : 

(3 the authorization for the rental guarantee for family housing in the 
amount of $100,000,000 that is contained in section 302 of the Act of July 
14, 1952 (66 Stat, 606, 622) ; 

(4) notwithstanding the provisions of section 406 of the Act of August 
10, 1959 (73 Stat. 302, 319), the authorization for— 

(a) operational and training facilities in the amount of $1,246,000, 
maintenance facilities in the amount of $1,335,000, utilities and ground 
improvements in the amount of $275,000, all at Fort Campbell, Kentucky, 
that is contained in title I, section 101, under the heading “INSIDE THE 
Unitep Srares” and subheading “Third Army Area” of the Act of 
August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 533) ; 

(b) administrative facilities in the amount of $350,000 at Fort Bliss, 
Texas, that is contained in title I, section 101, under the heading “INSIDE 
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THE UNITED STATES” and subheading “Field Forces Facilities (Fourth 
Army Area)” of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 992) as 
amended by title I, section 107(a) of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 
Stat. 531, 536) ; 

(c) maintenance facilities in the amount of $809,000 at Fort Ord, 
California, that is contained in title I, section 101, under the heading 
“INSIDE THE UNITED States” and subheading “Field Forces Facilities 
(Sixth Army Area)” of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 533) ; 

(d) classified facilities in the amount of $3,664,000 that is contained 
in title I, section 102, of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 534) ; 

(e) clearance easements and land acquisition in the amount of 
$63,300 at Atlanta General Depot, Georgia, that is contained in title I, 
section 101, under the heading “INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” and sub- 
heading “Technical Services Facilities (Quartermaster Corps)” of 
the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531); 

(f) tactical air navigation facility in the amount of $39,000 at the 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Saufley Field, Florida that is contained 
in title II, section 201, under the heading “INsIpE THE UNITED STaTEs” 
and the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Naval Air Training Stations)” 
of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 537) ; 

(g) operational facilities in the amount of $8,479,000 at the Naval 
Air Station, Whidbey Island, Washington under the heading “INsIDE 
THE UNITED STATES” and the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Fleet 
Support Air Stations)” that is contained in title II, section 201, of the 
Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 538) ; 

(h) operational facilities in the amount of $1,500,000 at the Marine 
Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina under the heading “INsipE 
THE UNITED STATES” and the subheading “MARINE CORPS FACILITIES” 
that is contained in title II, section 201 of the Act of August 30, 1957 
(71 Stat. 531, 538) ; 

(i) utilities in the amount of $120,000 at the Public Works Center, 
Norfolk, Virginia under the heading “INsIDE THE UNITED STATES” and 
the subheading ““YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES” that is contained in title 
II, section 201 of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 5389) ; 

(j) community facilities in the amount of $759,000 at the Naval 
Station, Adak, Alaska, under the heading ‘‘OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES”, 
and the subheading “FLEET BASE FACILITIES” that is contained in title 
II, section 201, of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 539); 

(k) operational facilities (guided missile support facilities) in the 
amount of $428,000 at the Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam, Mariana 
Islands under the heading “OvuTsIDE THE UNITED STATES” and the sub- 
heading “AVIATION FACILITIES” that is contained in title II, section 201 
of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 540); 

(1) operational facilities in the amount of $5,619,000 at the Naval 
Air Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, under the heading “OuTsIDE THE 
UnItTeD States” and the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES” that is con- 
tained in title II, section 201 of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 
531, 540), and 

(m) medical facilities in the amount of $4,136,000 for Selfridge Air 
Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan, that is contained in title ITI, 
section 301 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 344) as amended. 

Sec. 507. Section 803(a) of the National Housing Act, as amended, is 
amended by striking out in the last proviso the word “twenty” and inserting in 
place thereof the word “thirty”. 

Sec. 508. Subsection (e) of section 407 of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 
Stat. 531, 557), as amended, is further amended by striking out “July 1, 1961”, 
and inserting in lieu thereof “January 1, 1962, for units under the jurisdiction 
of the Departments of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Health, Education, and 
Welfare, and prior to July 1, 1961, for all other units.” 

Sec. 509. None of the authority contained in titles I, II, and III of this Act 
shall be deemed to authorize any building construction project within the con- 
tinental United States (other than Alaska) at a unit cost in excess of— 

(1) $32 per square foot for cold-storage warehousing ; 
(2) $6 per square foot for regular warehousing ; 
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(3) $1,850 per man for permanent barracks ; 
(4) $8,500 per man for bachelor officer quarters ; 
unless the Secretary of Defense determines that, because of special circum- 
stances, application to such project of the limitations on unit costs contained in 
this section is impracticable. 
Sec. 510. (a) Section 2662, title 10, United States Code, is repealed. 
(b) The analysis of chapter 159, title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
striking out the following item : 
“2662. Real property transactions: agreement with armed services committees; reports.” 


(ec) Section 43 of the Act of August 10, 1956 (70A Stat. 636), is repealed. 
Sec. 511. Titles I, II, I11, IV and V of this Act may be cited as the “Military 
Construction Act of 1960”. 
TITLE VI 


RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES 


Sec. 601. Subject to chapter 133 of title 10, United States Cede, the Secretary 
of Defense may establish or develop the following facilities for reserve forces: 
(1) For Department of the Army: 


ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES 


(Armory ) 


Alexandria, Louisiana : Training facilities, $311,000. 
Amityville, New York: Training facilities, $300,000. 
Anaconda, Montana : Training facilities, $66,000. 
Angleton, Texas: Training facilities, $85,000, 

Bastrop, Louisiana : Training facilities, $131,000. 
Bogalusa, Louisiana : Training facilities, $180,000. 
Boston (Jamaica Plain), Massachusetts : Training facilities, $360,000. 
Brownsville, Texas: Training facilities, $85,000. 
Burlington, Wisconsin: Training facilities, $140,000. 
Carmichael, California: Training facilities, $115,000. 
Carthage, Mississippi: Training facilities, $63,000. 
Carthage, Texas: Training facilities, $85,000. 

Casa Grande, Arizona: Training facilities, $108,000. 
Claremont; New Hampshire: Training facilities, $139,000. 
Clayton, New Mexico: Training facilities, $70,000. 
Clear Lake, South Dakota: Training facilities, $63,000. 
Cortez, Colorado: Training facilities, $114,000. 
Cranston, Rhode Island: Training facilities, $184,000. 
Crete, Nebraska: Training facilities, $120,000. 
Danville, Arkansas: Training facilities, $45,000. 

De Kalb, Mississippi: Training facilities, $63,000. 
Dover, New Hampshire: Training facilities, $139,000. 
Dover, New Jersey: Training facilities, $190,000. 
Driggs, Idaho: Training facilities, $80,000. 

Dumas, Arkansas: Training facilities, $45,000. 

Elko, Nevada: Training facilities, $97,000. 

Escondido, California : Training facilities, $105,000, 
EKupera, Mississippi: Training facilities, $638,000. 
Gurabo, Puerto Rico: Training facilities, $70,000. 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $104,000. 
Hartwell, Georgia: Training facilities, $90,000. 
Hawthorne, Nevada: Training facilities, $97,000. 
Heber Springs, Arkansas: Training facilities, $45,000. 
Hinton, West Virginia: Training facilities, $157,000. 
Honolulu, Hawaii: Training facilities, $102,000. 
Howell, Michigan: Training facilities, $250,000. 
Jackson, Mississippi: Training facilities, $232,000. 
Jacksonville, Florida: Training facilities, $248,000, 
Jasper, Indiana: Training facilities, $218,000. 

Las Vegas, New Mexico: Training facilities, $70,000. 
Lavonia, Georgia: Training facilities, $90,000. 
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Lawrence, Kansas: Training facilities, $102,000. 
Levelland, Texas: Training facilities, $85,000. 
Lewistown, Montana: Training facilities, $66,000. 

Logan, Ohio: Training facilities, $150,000. 

Louisville, Kentucky: Training facilities, $285,000. 
Mendenhall, Mississippi: Training facilities, $63,000. 
Montgomery, West Virginia : Training facilities, $189,000. 
Natchitoches, Louisiana: Training facilities, $161,000. 
Newport, Oregon: Training facilities, $120,000. 
Northfield, Minnesota: Training facilities, $49,000. 
Orofino, Idaho: Training facilities, $75,000. 

Oshkosh, Wisconsin: Training facilities, $235,000. 
Perryville, Arkansas: Training facilities, $45,000. 

Philip, South Dakota: Training facilities, $145,000. 
Portland, Oregon: Training facilities, $393,000. 
Redding, California: Training facilities, $105,000, 
Richlands, Virginia: ‘Training facilities, $161,000. 
Riverdale, New Jersey : Training facilities, $171,000. 
Rolla, Missouri: Training facilities, $150,000. 

Sabana Grande, Puerto Rico: Training facilities, $63,000. 
Sacramento, California : Training facilities, $72,000. 
Schenectady, New York: Training facilities, $108,000. 
Scottsburg, Indiana: Training facilities, $188,000. 
Sheridan, Arkansas: Training facilities, $45,000. 
Springfield, Missouri: Training facilities, $240,000. 
Stoughton, Massachusetts: Training facilities, $210,000. 
Stratford (Bridgeport), Connecticut : Training facilities, $415,000, 
Vergennes, Vermont: Training facilities, $135,000. 
Worland, Wyoming: Training facilities, $141,000. 
Various locations: Training facilities minor conversions, $183,000. 


$ 


ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES 


(Nonarmory ) 


Camp Murray, Washington: Supply facilities, $159,000. 

Camp Ripley, Minnesota: Troop housing and utilities, $910,000, 

Camp Shelby, Mississippi: Troop housing, $423,000. 

Fort William H. Harrison, Montana: Troop housing, administrative facilities 
and supply facilities, $123,000. 

Fort Stewart, Georgia : Troop housing, $423,000. 

Salt Lake City, Utah: Administrative facilities and supply facilities, $266,000, 


ARMY RESERVE 


Albany, New York: Training facilities addition, $61,000. 
Alexandria, Virginia: Training facilities, $520,000. 
Artesia, New Mexico: Training facilities, $157,000. 
Ashtabula-Geneva, Ohio: Training facilities, $165,000, 
Bluefield, West Virginia: Training facilities, $157,000. 
Bogalusa, Louisiana: Training facilities, $168,000. 
Boulder, Colorado: Training facilities, $289,000. 
Clarksburg, West Virginia: Training facilities, $289,000. 
Cleveland, Ohio: Training facilities, $662,000. 

Columbus, Nebraska: Training facilities, $157,000. 
Creston, lowa: Training facilities, $157,000. 

Dallas (Number 3), Texas: Training facilities, $494,000. 
Elmira (Horseheads), New York: Training facilities addition, $61,000. 
Eureka, California: Training facilities, $165,900. 

Fort Thomas, Kentucky: Training facilities, $476,000. 
High Point, North Carolina: Training facilities, $142,000. 
Houma, Louisiana: Training facilities, $149,000. 
Kalispel, Montana: Training facilities, $173,000. 
Kingsport, Tennessee: Training facilities, $275,000. 
Lafayette, Indiana: Training facilities addition, $58,000. 
Lancaster-Logan, Ohio: Training facilities, $165,000. 
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Le Suer, Minnesota: Training facilities, $173,000. 

Lewiston-Auburn, Maine: Training facilities, acquisition and rehabilitation, 
$404.000, 

Lineoln, Nebraska: Training facilities addition, $55,000. 

Los Angeles (Number 2), California: Training facilities addition, $73,000. 

Louisville, Kentucky: Training facilities addition, $55,000. 

Lubbock, Texas: Training facilities expansion, $111,000. 

Madisonville, Kentucky: Training facilities, $157,000. 

Marion, Illinois: Training facilities, $165,000. 

Miami (North), Florida: Training facilities, $467,000. 

Mount Pleasant, Iowa: Training facilities, $157,000. 

New Castle, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $165,000. 

Norfolk, Nebraska: Training facilities, $157,000. 

Oak Ridge, Tennessee: Training facilities, $149,000. 

Palatka, Florida: Training facilities, $142,000. 

Pasadena, California: Training facilities addition, $58,000. 

Pasadena, Texas: Training facilities, $275,000. 

Penn Yan, New York: Training facilities, $173,000. 

Petersburg (Fort Lee), Virginia: Training facilities, $452,000. 

Pittsburg, California: Training facilities, $303,000. 

Rushville, Indiana: Training facilities, $165,000. 

Shawnee, Oklahoma: Training facilities, $157,000. 

Tampa( Drew Field), Florida: Training facilities, $428,000. 

Tobyhanna, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $165,000. 

Toledo, Ohio: Training facilities expansion, $68,000. 

Troy, Ohio: Training facilities, $165,000. 

Tupelo, Mississippi: Training facilities, $167,000. 

Ventura, California: Training facilities, $303,000. 

Wailuku-Maui, Hawaii: Training facilities, $204,000. 

Willmar, Minnesota: Training facilities, $173,000. 

Winston-Salem, North Carolina: Training facilities addition, $49,000. 

Yoakum, Texas: Training facilities, $149,000. 

Various locations: Training facilities minor additions, $179,000. 

Land acquisition: Training facilities, $671,000. 

(2) For Department of the Navy: 


NAVAL RESERVE 
(Aviation) 


Naval Air Station, Dallas, Texas: Operational facilities, $130,000. 

Naval Air Station, Glenview, Illinois: Operational facilities, $1,298,000. 

Naval Air Station, Grosse Ile, Michigan: Operational facilities, $150,000. 

Naval Air Station, Los Alamitos, California: Supply facilities and utilities, 
$306,000. 

Naval Air Station, Minneapolis, Minnesofa: Operational facilities, $178,000. 

Naval Air Station, New York, New York: Operational facilities, $471,000. 

Naval Air Station, Olathe, Kansas: Operational facilities, $121,000. 

Naval Air Station, Seattle. Washington: Operational facilities, $181,000. 

Naval Air Station, South Weymouth, Massachusetts: Operational facilities, 
$300,000. 

Naval Air Station, Willow Grove, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $575,000. 


NAVAL RESERVE 


(Surface) 


$ Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Appleton, Wisconsin: Training facilities, 
47.000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Auburn, California: Training facilities, 
$75,000. 

Naval Reserve Training Center, Fort McHenry, Baltimore, Maryland: Training 
facilities, $300,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Boulder, Colorado: Training facilities, 
36,000. 
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Naval Reserve Training Center, Brooklyn, New York: Training facilities, 
$75,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Corvallis, Oregon: Training facilities, 
$56,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Eau Claire, Wisconsin : Training facilities, 
$55,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Fayetteville, Arkansas: Training facilities, 
$87,000. 

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Freeport, New York: 
Training facilities, $35,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Helena, Montana: Training facilities, 
$56,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Medford, Oregon: Training facilities, 
$56,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Paris, Texas: Training facilities and land 
acquisition, $90,000. 

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Phoenix, Arizona: Train- 
ing facilities, $600,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Provo, Utah: Training facilities, $56,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Red Bluff, California: Training facilities, 
$80,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Redding, California: Training facilities, 
$80,000. 

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Topeka, Kansas: Training 
favilities, $383,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Wenatchee, Washington: Training facili- 
ties, $65,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Yuba City, California: Training facilities, 
$75,000. 
MARINE CORPS RESERVE 


(Ground) 


Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Johnstown, Pennsylvania: Acquisi- 
tion of land and training facilities, $65,000. 

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Phoenix, Arizona: Train- 
ing facilities, $225,000. 

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Topeka, Kansas: Training 
facilities, $123,000. 

(3) For Department of the Air Force: 


AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES 


Barnes Municipal Airport, Westfield, Massachusetts: Operational facilities, 
$675,000. 8 

Congaree Air Base, Columbia, South Carolina: Operational facilities, $432,000. 

Fort Smith Municipal Airport, Fort Smith, Arkansas: Operational facilities, 
$164,000. 

Foss Field, Sioux Falls, South Dakota: Operational facilities, $675,000. 

Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Operational facilities, $604,000. 

Hutchinson Naval Air Station, Hutchinson, Kansas: Operational facilities, 
$1,389,000. 

Jackson Municipal Airport, Jackson, Mississippi: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and supply facilites, $2,689,000. 

Portland International Airport, Portland, Oregon: Operational facilities, 
$314,000. 

Springfield Municipal Airport, Springfield, Ohio: Operational facilities, 
$164,000. 

Westchester County Municipal Airport, Westchester, New York: Operational 
facilities, $120,000. 

AIR FORCE RESERVE 


Bakalar Air Force Base, Columbus, Indiana: Operational facilities, $237,000. 

Bradley Field, Windsor Locks, Connecticut: Maintenance facilities and troop 
housing, $150,000. 

Dallas Naval Air Station, Dallas, Texas: Maintenance facilities and supply 
facilities, $1,999,000. 
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Davis Field, Muskogee, Oklahoma: Supply facilities and utilities, $28,000. 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Maintenance facilities, $1,268,000. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Genoa, Texas: Operational facilities, $534,000. 

General Mitchell Field, Milwaukee, Wisconsin: Maintenance facilities and 
supply facilities, $155,000. 

New Orleans Naval Air Station, New Orleans, Louisiana: Operational facili- 
ties and supply facilities, $58,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: Operational facilities, 
$161,000. 

(4) For all reserve components: Facilities made necessary by changes in the 
assignment of weapons or equipment to reserve forces units, if the Secretary of 
Defense or his designee determines that deferral of such facilities for inclusion 
in the next law authorizing appropriations for specific facilities for reserve forces 
would be inconsistent with the interests of national security and if the Secre- 
tary of Defense or his designee notifies the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the nature and 
estimated cost of any facility to be undertaken under this subsection. 

Sec. 602. (a) Public Law 85-685 is amended under the heading “ARMY Na- 
TIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES (ARMORY)” in Clause (3) of section 603 with 
respect to Dallas Number 5, Texas by striking out “$154,000” and inserting in 
place thereof “$351,000.” 

(b) Public Law 85-685, as amended, is amended by striking out in clause (3) 
of section 606 “$27,079,000” and inserting in place thereof “$27,276,000.” 

Sec. 608. The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop installations and 
facilities under this title without regard to sections 3648 and 3734 of the Re 
vised Statutes, as amended, and sections 4774(d) and 9774(d) of title 10, United 
States Code. The authority to place permanent or temporary improvements 
on land includes authority for surveys, administration, overhead, planning and 
supervision incident to construction. That authority may be exercised before 
title to the land is approved under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended, and even though the land is held temporarily. The authority to 
acquire real estate or land includes authority to make surveys and to acquire 
land, and interests in land (including temporary use), by gift, purchase, ex- 
change of Government-owned land, or otherwise. 

Sec. 604. Appropriations for facilities projects authorized by section 601 for 
the respective reserve components of the Armed Forces may not exceed— 

(1) for Department of the Army : 
(a) Army National Guard of the United States, $12,168,000; 
(b) Army Reserve, $11,674,000 ; 
(2) for Department of the Navy: Naval and Marine Corps Rreserves, 
$6,450,000 ; 
(3) for Department of the Air Force: 
(a) Air National Guard of the United States, $7,226,000; 
(b) Air Force Reserve, $4,590,000. 

Sec. 605. Any of the amounts named in section 601 of this Act may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of Defense, be increased by 15 per centum, but the 
total cost for all projects authorized for the Army National Guard of the United 
States, the Army Reserve, the Naval and Marine Corps Reserves, the Air 
National Guard of the United States, and the Air Force Reserve, may not exceed 
the amounts named in clauses (1) (a), (1) (b), (2), (8) (a) and (3) (b) of section 
604. respectively. 

Sec. 606. As of July 1, 1961, all authorizations for specific facilities for reserve 
forces to be accomplished by the Secretary of Defense, and all authorizations for 
appropriations therefor, that are contained in the Reserve Forces Facilities Act 
of 1958, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a later authorization, are 
repealed except the authorizations for facilities for the reserve forces as to 
which appropriated funds have been obligated in whole or in part before July 
1, 1961, and authorizations for appropriations therefor. 

Sec. 607. This title may be cited as the “Reserve Forces Facilities Act of 
1960.” 


The Cuamman. Members of the committee, I think it is important 
that I make a brief statement with reference to this bill. It might 
be of some aid and assistance to us before we take up the different 
witnesses for explanations. 
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Now, first, I would like to say that I have been over the whole 
proeee in detail and I think we will be able to have a short hearing 
on this bill. 

There are no new installations. The bill in very great part merely 
represents improvements or additions to installations and programs 
with which we are all familiar. 

This bill contains requests for authority for the construction of the 
physical plant for our military forces. ‘lhis physical plant, together 
with the men and the equipment, make up the essential elements of our 
defense structure. 

The bill this year totals $1,099,817,000 for the active forces, divided 
as follows: Army, $158,406,000; Navy, $137,851,000; Air Force, 
$675,796,000 ; Department of Defense, $20 million; deficiency authori- 
izations (total for all services), $107,764,000; total, $1,099,817,000. 

To this total of $1.1 billion must be added the construction for the 
lg components, which totals $42,305,000, again, broken down as 

ollows: 

Army Reserve, $11,674,000; Army National Guard, $12,168,000; 
Navy and Marine Reserves, $6,450,000; Air Force Reserve, $4,590,000 ; 
Air National Guard, $7,226,000; deficiency authorizations (required 
only by Army National Guard), $197,000; total, $42,305,000. 

So the total of the bill, including active forces, Reserve components, 
and deficiency authorizations, is $1,142,122,000. However, as Mr. 
Rivers’ subcommittee covered the Reserves last week, we will deal this 
morning only with the first four titles of this bill, which covers au- 
thorizations totaling $1,099,817,000 for the active forces. 

The budget contains $1,188 million, and it is thissum which the Ap- 
propriations Committee has before it at this time for consideration. 
The difference between the two figures is explained by the fact that 
some authorization which still remains from prior years is also being 
funded this year. 

I am glad to state that this year’s program for the Active Forces 
is substantially below that of last year. The annual construction 
bill, as enacted last year for the active forces, totaled $1,167,270,150. 

So this year we find that the construction bill is $67,453,150 less 
than the authorization which the committee authorized last year for 
the active forces. 

I would like to speak briefly concerning the amount of unfunded 
authorization which has existed over the past several years and bring 
these figures down to date. Here is how they line up: 

Unfunded authorization at the end of fiscal 1957 was almost $2.2 
billion. At the end of fiscal 1958, the figure was $1.9 billion; at the 
end of fiscal 1959, the figure was $1.03 billion; and at the end of this 
fiscal year (1960), the amount of unfunded authorization will be about 
$800 million. 

I am glad to be able to advise the committee that the Department 
estimates that the amount of unfunded authorization which will be 
available at the end of fiscal year 1961 will be only about $400 million. 

The committee became concerned about the large amounts of un- 
funded authorizations available to the military departments. Un- 
funded authorization, simply stated, is authorization for construction 
granted by this committee and the Congress but for which no funds 
have been appropriated. 
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The committee felt that a reasonable balance should be established 
between authorizations and appropriations and therefore inserted in 
the bill a provision which repealed authorizations which were out- 
standing for 5 years. Later on, the committee inserted a similar pro- 
vision which cut this 5-year period down to 4 years, and 3 years ago 
cut the period to 3 years. A similar provision appears in this year’s 
bill. 

From the figures I have read above, you can see that we will have 
cut this unfunded authorization from over $2 billion at the end of fiscal 
1957 to only $400 million for the end of fiscal year 1961. 

As an illustration of the working of this repealer provision, the esti- 
mate for the amount of unfunded authorization, which will be repealed 
as of July 1, 1960, will be $335 million. Similarly, the estimated can- 
cellation as a result of the provision in this year’s bill will be about 
$450 million, 

This will reduce the unfunded amount down to a manageable size. 
Some stil! further reduction may be made, but as you, of course, 
understand, the departments can only keep their authorization and 
appropriations in this favorable balance if sufficient appropriations 
are enacted each year to permit work on their new projects to get 
started. For this reason, we must be sure that the items in the bill 
are those which the Appropriations Committee will also approve. 
From my examination of the bill, I have found only one instance in 
the Army and one instance in the Navy where I think the bill should 
be cut. IL feel, however, that in the Air Force title we can make several 
adjustments which I will discuss when we come to title IIT. 

As to deficiency authorizations, 3 years ago the deficiency authoriza- 
tions were $180 million. The following year they were $47 million. 
And last year, they were only $4 million. This is a clear indication of 
better planning. And I say that our constant urging for better cost 
estimating appears to be bearing fruit. This is very encouraging. 

Now, this year I was disappointed to see that these deficiency au- 
thorizations were $108 million, which is back up again at a high level. 
However, on examining this $108 million total, I find that five items 
alone account for nearly all of this increase. They are: $50 million for 
Air Force ballistic missile sites; $18 million for the Navy radio re- 
search station at Sugar Grove, W. Va.; $7 million for the naval radio 
station at Washington County, Maine; $4 million for a classified Army 
installation ; and $23 million for ARPA. 

In the case of the $50 million for the Air Force, this is a special 
situation which came to light during the reprograming action which 
this committee approved in January of this year in order that the 
Air Force could proceed immediately to use their existing authoriza- 
tion in order to increase their Atlas missile sites from blank to blank. 
So, this is not a repetition of the poor planning or bad estimates that 
this committee objected to in prior years in connection with deficiency 
authorization. 

In the case of the two Navy deficiency items, totaling $25 million, 
I am sure the committee recognizes that the radio stations at Sugar 
Grove and Washington County involve new and advanced electronic 
techniques, for which prior experience is not available on which to 
base their cost estimates. 
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In the case of the $4 million Army deficiency, the classified installa- 
tion involved requires some special construction which we can discuss 
with the Army in executive session. 

The $23 million deficiency for ARPA involves a revision in the fiscal 
1959 law which will permit the Department of Defense to bring that 
authorization into line with the amount of appropriations and fund 
transfer authority which they must use to get their money for these 
ARPA projects. We will get full details on this when the Director 
of ARPA later appears before this committee. 

So this leaves then only $6 million of this $108 million deficiency 
authorization which is attributable to inaccurate estimates, and that 
is not so bad in a construction program of over $1 billion. 

I feel that this bill has been carefully studied by the military 
departments; the Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Properties and Installations, Mr. Bryant; and the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

Now, the program, not including the Reserve components, submit- 
ted by the Departments to Mr. Bryant’s office, totaled $1,513 million, 
and he reduced this to $982 million. The Bureau of the Budget then 
reduced this amount to $972 million, which represents the new con- 
struction items in the bill we have before us isle for the three mili- 
tary departments. 

BASIS OF THE BILL 


The construction program contained in this bill is, of course, based 
on the forces which we plan to have over the next several years. In 
the case of the Army, the program is based on 870,000 men. In the 
case of the Navy the program represents the Shore Establishment 
necessary for 817 ships in actual commission, and 794,000 personnel. 

For the Air Force, we will have 91 wings by the end of fiscal year 
1961, and_ 825,000 personnel. During the next several years, in the 
process of developing missile units, some decrease in this number of 
wings will occur. I am told, however, that this decrease will be offset 
somewhat by an increase in missile-squadron strength. 


NEW INSTALLATIONS 


There are no new major installations in the bill. There are, how- 
ever, a number of small facilities at new locations. Some of these 
are necessary in connection with the aircraft control and warning 
system and with other electronic activities. 


LAND ACQUISITION 


Land acquisition in the bill this year involves relatively small acre- 
ages when compared with previous years. The Army is asking for 
some 620 acres in fee; the Navy, 152 acres in fee; and the Air Force, 
about 236 acres in fee; a total of 1,008 acres in fee. 

Each Department also is acquiring some easement property, a total 
of about 3,000 acres. The total cost of land for the three Departments 
is estimated to be about $1.5 million. There will be some additional 
Jand acquisitions at missile sites, but the exact acreages are not known 
at this time. 
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ILOUSING 


In Mr. Bryant’s statement—which is a magnificent statement—and 
I want to say I was snowed in yesterday and I spent a large part of 
the day reading his very fine statement—it is full of important infor- 
mation which will be helpful to the committee. I note that there is a 
great deal of detail on housing and I therefore will merely mention 
that there are about 8,700 Capehart units in the bill, 415 surplus-com- 
modity houses overseas, and only 653 housing units to be built with 
appropriated funds. 

However, on the subject of housing—let everybody listen to this. 
] do wish to say this: I am deeply concerned over a new addition to 
the housing law which was made last year. This involves the so- 
called section 810 housing. Five thousand units were authorized. 

Now, members of the committee, there is no requirement whatsoever 
that this housing be authorized by this committee. Now, we must not 
lose this jurisdiction and, therefore, at the proper time, I am going to 
lay before the committee a suggested amendment which will require 
line-item authorization for this new type of housing. 

I am going to ask that Mr. Bryant address himself specifically to 
this section of the housing law, even though no reference to it ap- 
pears in his prepared statement. 


SECURITY INFORMATION 


Now, members of the committee, I want to draw attention to the 
fact that a very substantial part of this bill involves very highly 
classified information. Many hundreds of millions of dollars are in- 
cluded in the classified areas of the bill. I must ask that all members 
of the committee respect this classification. 

Now, members of the committee, we are going to have part of this 
hearing in open and it is going to be necessary to go in executive ses- 
sion. And each time we go in executive session, the information there 
submitted by the witnesses is classified and must be so respected by 
the members of the committee. 

I thank the members of the committee for permitting me the cour- 
tesy to make this brief explanation. 

Now, members of the committee, the first witness this morning is 
Mr. Flyod S. Byrant, Assistant Secretary of Defense for Properties 
and Installations. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bryant, will you please come around ? 

Mr. Rivers. Before you start, could I inquire ¢ 

I notice your written statement omitted any reference to the Presi- 
dent’s statement. that he was going forth with the real estate, irrespec- 
tive of what we did. 

The Cuarrman. I will deal with that—— 

Mr. Rivers. Just wait a minute and let me finish. 

Have you any plans you are going to give the committee on how 
you propose to deal with that ? 

The Cuarrman. I have an amendment at the proper time to offer, to 
meet the criticism of the Department of Justice and the Executive. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 
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The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Bryant, you may proceed. 

Now, members of the committee, I invite your attention to the state- 
ment. It is of necessity a little long, but it is full of valuable in- 
formation. 

At the outset, I compliment you, Mr. Bryant. I read it and re- 
read it. 

Go ahead. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

May I say before I begin the reading of my prepared statement 

The Cuarrman. Let him read it, now, members of the committee, 
without interruption, and try to follow him, and we will get some 
valuable information out of it. 

Secretary Bryant. Before I begin reading my prepared statement, 
and apropos of the chairman’s reference to section 810 housing, with 
your permission, Mr. Chairman, I will discuss that where I think it 
is most appropriate, that is, in connection with the text dealing with 
military housing. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it is a privilege to 
appear before you on behalf of the Department of Defense in support 
of the military construction authorization bill for fiscal year 1961. 
During the course of the recent defense posture hearings conducted 
by your committee, you obtained full details concerning present and 
future threats against our national security, and the measures which 
are underway to further strengthen our military capabilities. The 
construction authority requested in this bill is primarily devoted to 
the support of these measures. 





COMPOSITION OF THE FISCAL YEAR 1961 CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


Possession of a powerful retaliatory capability is mandatory as a 
war deterrent, dod iz essential to any negotiations with Communist 
governments. Over $404 million, or 41 percent of the authorization 
requested in section 502 of this bill is in support of our retaliatory 
forces. These forces are most formidable, and include the tremen- 
dous power of our manned bomber units which are on instant alert 
at their dispersed bases; the growing strength of our intercontinental 
missiles now being emplaced at widely separated and protected sites; 
the Polaris submarine with its invulnerability greatly increased 
by its concealment and mobility; and our intermediate range ballistic 
missiles being deployed at forward locations in allied countries. 

Strong and versatile air defense measures, including an effective 
early warning system, are highly important to counter the possibility 
of a Soviet surprise attack, and $168 million or 17 percent of the 
projects cothred by section 502 of this bill are in support of such air 
defense. The programs in this category, many of which are ap- 
proaching completion, include the North American Air Defense 
Command radar network which covers the air approaches to this 
hemisphere; the Army and Air Force missile and aircraft defenses; 
the Navy barrier patrol; and other systems which incorporate more 
advanced techniques and countermeasures. 

Great emphasis is being placed on our research and development 
effort; the application of new technology to additional weapons, and 
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to changes in forces and missions which improve and strengthen our 
overall capability. Construction projects in this category amount to 
$152 million, or 15 percent. Included in this sum, under title IV of 
this bill, is $20 milion of new authorization for the Advanced Re- 
search Projects Agency, which is engaged in studies on special 
techniques from which we hope to attain great benefit. 

The maintenance of an alert and powerful force capable of 
promptly responding to local and limited threats is essential in view 
of the persistent Communist efforts toward aggression and subver- 
sion, frequent instances of which are occurring in areas which ap- 
proach closer and closer to the United States itself. Our military 
forces available for use against such threats include the Army and 
Marine combat units with their greatly increased missile firepower; 
the Navy carrier air force; the Marine aircrait wings; and the tactical 
air units of the Air Force. All of these air fighting forces are 
equipped with new weapons which vastly increase their air warfare 
and striking capability. The projects which are directly related to 
the support of these ground, sea and air units; the training require- 
ments needed to maintain them at their present state of efficiency; 
and the MATS units which aid them, amount to $122 million, or 
12 percent of the total authorization in section 502. 

Also included in the bill are facilities required for basic troop train- 
ing, and other items necessary to the operation and support of our 
military units, together with projects needed to modernize our major 
permanent installations, such as the replacement of World War II 
barracks; the repair and enlargement of utility systems; the provision 
of improved community and welfare facilities; and hospital facilities. 
While not directly related to the support of our major weapons and 
programs, the relatively small amount of projects in this remaining 
group are essential to the maintenance of our bases and the well-being 
of our personnel. Considerable benefit has already been achieved as a 
result of this small segment of our program through increases in reen- 
listment and the improved character and ability of the men who 
choose to continue their career in the services. 


PROCEDURE USED IN DEVELOPING AND REVIEWING THE FISCAL YEAR 1961 
CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


I wish to assure the committee that each project in this bill was in- 
dividually and specifically reviewed and screened, in order to assure 
that the facilities being requested were strictly limited only to those 
definitely required to support properly the missions assigned to our 
military forces. 

During the examination of this program in my office, and in the 
other offices of the Secretary of Defense, particular care was taken to 
verify that those projects selected for inclusion in this bill were needed 
to support long-term future objectives, military plans, and force levels. 
We are well aware that heavy expenditures for new weapons will 
create a tremendous financial burden for the next several years. For 
this reason, the items requested in this bill have been strictly limited to 
those for which a compelling military necessity exists. Projects which 
were merely desirable, but not essential, have been eliminated. More- 
over, those projects which were approved for inclusion in this bill were 
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each scrutinized from the standpoint of size, cost, location, and proper 
design. Other objectives of our review are: to close and dispose of in- 
stallations, either in whole or in part, wherever practicable; to etfect 
maximum utilization of our permanent major installations in order to 
conserve manpower and operating costs; to limit the acquisition of 
new real estate to the absolute minimum; and to utilize existing Gov- 
ernment-owned land wherever possible to meet new requirements. 

After completion of our examination of the program, all question- 
able projects that had been encountered were discussed in detail with 
the respective departmental representatives, and this year, as a result 
of our review and screening procedures, the programs submitted by 
the three military departments were reduced from their original total 
of $1,513 million to an approved total of $982 million. Then the Bu- 
reau of the Budget conducted a still further review, during which the 
program was reduced to $972,053,000, a reduction, by the way, of 
substantially $10 million, the amount now before your committee. The 
division of this $972 million amount between the three military de- 
partments is $158 million for the Army: $138 million for the Navy, 
and $676 million for the Air Force. We feel that this is the minimum 
needed to support satisfactorily the missions assigned to our military 
forces. 

I am confident, Mr. Chairman, that in making these reductions in 
the original program requests, many prudent economies have been 
achieved, without causing any impairment to our defense capabilities. 
Great care has been exercised in this respect, and the final decisions 
reached on the program content reflect the combined judgment of the 
numerous offices within the Department of Defense and the military 
departments which participate in this review. 


SUMMARY OF THE BILL 


In order to present to the committee in brief form the major con- 
struction activities for the Active Forces which are proposed by this 
legislation, a summary of the most important projects in titles I, IT, 
and III is given, showing the amount and percentage of authorization 
devoted to each. A further analysis is also provided showing a sum- 
mation of the various categories of facilities for which authorization 
is requested in each of three titles. No details are provided here cov- 
ering the authorization for the Reserve forces which is contained in 
this bill, since this was covered by your subcommittee hearings on 
February 8 and 9. 


SUMMARY OF PROGRAM OBJECTIVES CONTAINED IN TITLE I (ARMY) 


With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I don’t think I need go 
through these in detail, except to indicate that, as you will note in the 
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percentage relationship on the right side of the page, that we have a 
very high proportion of research items in the Army, as we have in 
the others. Some 23 percent of the total of the Army requests are in 
research, development, and test facilities; 18-plus percent for Nike- 
Hercules, Hawk, and Missile Master 

The CuatrMan. You can insert pages 6, 7, and 8—— 

Secretary Bryan'r. Yes, sir, page 8 being a different breakdown. 

The Cuarman. And page 9—no, page 8. 

Secretary Bryant. Type of facilities. 

The CuarrmMan. Page 9 for the Navy and page 10 for the Navy and 
page 11 for the Navy, and page 12 and page 13 and page 14 and page 
15 and page 16, put all that in the record. 

They are very fine statements. I want to thank you for breaking 
it down that way, because it gives us a true picture of how the money 
is allocated and broken down. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir, in categories and types. 

Mr. Harpy. When are we going to have an opportunity to question ? 

The Cuatrman. When he finishes his statement. 

Mr. Harpy. You can’t analyze it by putting it in the record now. 

The Cuairman. I am just letting Mr. Bryant 

Mr. Harpy. I understand that. I am just thinking this: 

Of course, I don’t know what is in here. It might stimulate some 
inquiry, and I would hate not to be able to ask some questions about 
it if there is some stimulation. 

The Cuatrman. Mr Bryant will be available after you study it. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. And furthermore, the chairman is right. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand the chairman is right. I am trying to 
absorb here. 

The CuarrMan,. Start at page 17. We will have Mr. Bryant here, 
and the members will have ample opportunity to ask him any ques- 
tions that they desire to do so. 

Go ahead, Mr. Bryant. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

As I indicated, this we felt was a handy reference point for the 
members of the committee because it indicates in two separate types 
of categories, one, the program of summary objectives in the case of 
each of the services, and following that, an analysis of the type by 
category of facilities to be | eager It was more or less to indicate 
the relative importance of the types of categories and nature of 
installations. 

(The pages, 6 to 17, referred to, follow :) 
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Summary of program objectives contained in title I (Army) 
Amount Percent 
For research, development, and test facilities in the continental United States 
and in oversea areas, including $14.3 million for facilities in support of the 
RIE ATE METS BA EG SLEEPERS ee ee ey $36, 542, 000 23.0 
For Nike-Hercules, Hawk, and Missile Master facilities in continental United 
AES IM RE RT 1S i a 28, 931, 000 18.3 
For facilities to support new weapons dev elopments, new research and develop- 
ment activities, and new mission requirements---...........--...-----.-----.-- 17, 500, 000 1L.1 
For troop housing in the continental United States and in oversea areas, to pro- 
vide 3,225 barrack spaces, 657 bachelor officer spaces, and related dining facilities 14, 870, 000 9.4 
For utilities projects at major installations throughout the United States and in 
a En inet hnetindan da lacie dh Gnb bbkis-sen osbaieied =astideny ab eniek 12, 622, 000 8.0 
For equipment maintenance and storage facilities at major installations through- 
out the United States and in oversea areas_........-..-...-...--.-..---....---- 10, 445, 000 6.6 
For hospital and medical facilities, including $4.9 million for a 300-bed hospital at 
Fort ard Wood, Mo., and $1.7 million for a 75-bed hospital at Aberdeen 
Proving Grounds, a ere ee ee ee 8, 071, 000 5.1 
For communications facilities at major installations throughout the United 
Sa NOE III oa a om emmmcme maemadinbiriabinbansh dled dae 8, 113, 000 5.1 
For facilities to support Army training activities, including $3.3 million for a 
training building for the Ordnance School at Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Md.; 
and $1.5 million for classrooms and small arms training facilities at major in- 
Stallations in the continental United States___._........-.....-_.--..--.-.----- 4, 818, 000 3.0 
For airfield and heliport facilities at major installations throughout the United 
States to support the Army’s aviation program ___.........-.....-.....----.--- 4, 185, 000 2.6 
For community, welfare, and morale ov including chapels, post exchanges, 
gymnasiums, theaters, libraries, and other community support facilities. ...._. 3, 657, 000 2.3 
For 53 units of appropriated fund’ family housing at Fort Greely, Alaska_.....__- 2, 243, 000 1.5 
For facilities other than troop housing, in support of the Army Security Agency 
en Tn OI ne hn ti ccgoessudensthamurinednsginnse 1, 481, 000 9 
For construction in support of other essential programs including post engineer 
facilities, conversion of existing structures to meet requirements of current 
ny er IN ee nn pcicmibbbnineodawenenesbnnne 4, 928, 000 3.1 
Ne thhconltiditac bbb tadies tendnaecdhco tte B< axis gatigba aon nine ampelbae ne ah aces 158, 406, 000 100.0 








Analysis of title I (Army) by category type of facilities to be provided 


[Dollar amounts in millions] 














Zone of | Percent | Overseas| Percent Total Percent 
interior 

1. Opasetional | ree $32.4 20.5 $9.7 6.1 $42.1 26.6 
lee | OSS RE eae Seen 5.3 3.3 1.5 1.0 6.8 4.3 
3. Research, development, and test_....- 26. 2 16.5 10.3 6.5 36.5 23.0 
Ry Se a See pn i ere 2.0 1.3 1.9 1.2 3.9 2.5 
5. Hospital and medical 7.1 4.5 1.0 6 8.1 5.1 
6. Administrative._......... 3.4 2.1 1 | 3.5 2.2 
7. Housing and community 18.9 11.9 5.1 3.2 24.0 15.1 
8. Utilities and ground improvements... 9.5 6.0 6.3 4.0 15.8 10.0 
7 |e li a RS I iy MERE . ft Pe Ma eee 1 1 
NS Eee ae es 17.5 oe A) Ue DRE 17.5 11.1 
apa a ae at Tall a = ele 122.5 77.3 35.9 22.7 158. 4 100.0 
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Summary of program objectives contained in title II (Navy) 

















Amount Percent 
For facilities needed to support fleet command and worldwide communications 
activities at 7 continental and 9 overseas installations... ..................-.-.-- $21, 158, 000 15.3 
For troop housing in the continental United States and oversea areas; to provide 
2.975 barracks spaces, 986 cadets quarters, 252 bachelor officers spaces, and 
lg Sellen rar cif eee ee eR eM ei AR Be ta" 19, 244, 000 14.0 
For facilities to support new weapons developments, new research and dev elop- 
ment activities and new mission requirements_-____.........-......----------.- 17, 500, 000 12.7 
For facilities necessary to support the aircraft and ships of the Carrier Striking 
CLL LA LEED GALI LE AED DERE EEE SE 16, 363, 000 11.9 
For facilities for maintenance and overhaul of Polaris and nuclear submarines 
and facilities to support the anti-submarine-warfare program  _____....-.---- 13, 870, 000 10.0 
For construction in support of research and development activities __...--__-- 10, 338, 000 7.5 
For facilities in support of missile development. evaluation, and training — ~~. 8, 940, 000 6.5 
For 200 appropriated fund family housing units in Okinawa. 100 surplus com- 
modity units in Spain, and 27 surplus commodity units in Turkey -....-...-. 7, 358, 000 5.3 
For facilities in support of Marine Corps ground forces and air units ..........-. 5, 953, 000 4.3 
For community, welfare, and morale facilities, including service clubs, commis- 
saries, religious activities center, theater, and other community support 
SING i MOG Ss ocbhn di < 2 cnn abantennisncaeeheaabnaeebaneeenambhuesdak 4, 614, 000 3.4 
For facilities necessary to support aircraft pilot training. specialized communica- 
tions training, and other training in support of fleet activities _........--....-- 3, 455, 000 2.5 
For land acquisition to provide for missile instrumentation sites, a fuel pipeline 
and terminal pumping station, and a degaussing range station_..............-- 498, 000 4 
For construction in support of other essentia] programs, including medical facil- 
ities, supply facilities, improvement and modernization of utilities, and other 
eT Se nec cn csakeddbeiabukaauaben eimaaisdadimaipabaien .---| 8,560,000 6.2 
Fatih: Kila nintintnn bins ieirecictaneanamatein nigneadenbebaitian abscisic meaieirents 137, 851, 000 100.0 








Analysis of title II (Navy) by category, type of facilities to be provided 


[Dollar amounts in millions] 

















Zone of | Percent | Overseas} Percent Total Percent 
Interior 
1, Operational and training..........-..- $30. 9 22.4 $15.4 11.2 $46.3 33. 6 
2. Maintenance and production_..__- = 13.4 9.7 0 0 13.4 9.7 
3. Research, development, and test. ._._- 10.2 7.4 -2 a 10.4 7.6 
SR jet GES Sc eet ar 17 1.2 Pe a 1.8 1.3 
5. Hospital and medical...........-.---- 5 4 0 0 5 .4 
ST RO eRe eet, 2.3 1.6 a a 2.4 Oe 
7. Hovsing and community...........__- 22.1 16.0 9.3 6.8 31.4 22.8 
8. Utilities and ground improvements. - 12.8 9.2 8 .6 13.6 9.8 
Sey Cn ooo ee eno olcceeee ce 6 4 0 0 5 .4 
RS ere se 17.5 12.7 0 0 17.5 12.7 
PRD Bi wtksctts. Sib anbbes dette ldo 111.9 81.0 25. 9 19.0 137.8 100.0 
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Summary of program objectives contained in title III (Air Force) 














| Amount Percent 
For construction of necessary facilities in support of ballistic missiles_..........| $297, 600, 000 44.0 
For facilities required to support Strategic Air Command manned aircraft 

RE RERS Beal eae ha al ia ll nee i sah nip AAPL sede 68, 043, 000 10.1 
For facilities required in support of A.C. & W. and DEW line stations, and 

al amie ee I EA Ee ee ap iene ea 34, 340, 000 5.1 
For construction of SAGE centers and for other support facilities for the con- 

tinued development of the present SAGE system__.- 33, 726, 000 5.0 
For operational facilities in support of the Bomare missile at locations in the 

saga RR EE SR EE SE a My i Sythe ee a nt ere 26, 000, 000 3.8 
For necessary facilities in support of fighter interceptor squadrons at various 

LT |S sl SS TE III ta Sh Re _| 23, 226, 000 3.4 
For community, welfare, and morale facilities, in the United States and in | 

overseas areas, including service clubs, chapels, post exchanges, recreational | 

facilities, and other community support facilities including dependent schools 

in Germany, Japan, Okinawa, Canada, Crete, and Turkey-_-_-_---_..._- .| 19, 143, 000 2.8 
For facilities to support new we: pons dev elopments, new research and develop- | 

ment activities, and new mission requirements. - -_-_-___- | 17, 500, 000 2.6 
For necessary facilities in support of the Mace missile at various ‘operation: al | 

UES IIS, etch ce a a a a a . 17, 000, 000 2.5 
For re-earch, development, ‘test, and evaluation facilities..._____.___.._______- 17, 242, 000 2.6 
For troop housing, in the continental United States and oversea areas, to 

provide 4,114 barrack spaces; 492 bachelor officers’ spaces; and related dining } 

| ER Bt RS COR a eR 6 a Se ee 15, 995, 000 2.4 
For additional facilities in support of worldwide communications systems. | 13, 380, 000 2.0 
For facilities supporting the Air Training Command mission in the continental | 

a ne ee ee sec anktnhieb soos | 13,014,000 1.9 
For 688 family housing units at oversea locations, 288 of which will be surplus 

commodity I a er a ao Oe tn See ee shekowaes 11, 906, 000 1.8 
For facilities at Air Materiel Command depots in the United States_......_-_- 10, 720, 000 1.6 
For hospital and medical facilities, including $2,006,000 for a 50-bed hospital 

at Castle Air Force Base, Calif.; $1,787,000 for a 50-bed hospital at Dow Air 

Force Base, Me.; and $3,997,000 for a 225-bed hospital at Maxwell Air Force | 

raincoat tac tharte dabbles Be rll. AEA Roped 9, 467, 000 1.4 
For base support facilities at Air Research and Development “Command in- 

NS I AE Lg | 9, 318, 000 1.4 
For facilities in support of Air Force security activities worldwide____.._.____- | 7, 567, 000 1.1 
For facilities required to support Military Air Transport Service missions | 

worldwide____.___.__- | 6, 166, 000 .9 
For facilities required to ‘support “Tactical Air Command manned aircraft 

eee ee Ea Ts eee | 4,703, 000 pe 
For land acquisition to provide for runway extensions and overruns: new | 

radar gap filler sites; SAGE facilities; and a new hospital at Dow Air Force | 

Sith RAR TR ee aD BE ee, PET EE ES er 942, 000 Py | 
For construction in support of other essential programs, including utilities 

improvement and modernization, runway lighting systems, fire stations, 

TL EEE EE OIE SED EID SOD AI IR | 18, 798, 000 2.8 

nD Tene 0 Eee 2 eee Se 2 an eee | 675, 796, 000 | 100.0 





Analysis of title III (Air Force) by category type of facilities to be provided 


{Dollar amounts in millions] 






































| 
Zone of | Percent | Overseas} Percent Total Percent 
Interior 

1, Operational and training__......_____- $430. 1 63.6 $67.4 10.0 $497. 5 73.6 
a ea eee | 45.0 6.7 2.8 .4 47.8 a 
3. Research, development, and test___--- 17.2 2.6 _ hs 17.2 2.6 
Oe aa | 6.9 1.0 2.1 .3 9.0 1.3 
5. Hospital and medics SSE See | 8.9 1.3 6 as 9.5 1.4 
Os I i aes erivisnens ocean 10.2 1.5 1.0 .2 11,2 ee Y 
7. Housing and community ___-_____---- | 22.0 3.2 | 26.2 3.9 48.2 74 
8. Utilities and ground improvements ___| 11.9 1.8 | 5.1 e 17.0 2.5 
i. | 3 9 on 2 SEE BE 9 a 
aise 17.5 BO Vanwainduce ‘eapenoeen 17.5 2.6 
EE See a eee Se eee 570.6 84.4 105. 2 15.6 675.8 100.0 
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SUMMARY OF MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATIONS 


Secretary Bryant. In order that the committee may review the 
status of all military construction authorization through fiscal years 
1948 to date, the following summary is provided (all figures repre- 
sent $1 million) : 





| 


|Air Force| Total 


| 
| Army Navy 




















Total authorizations fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1960-- _ - $4, 958 $4,297 | $14, 216 $23, 471 
Less unfunded authorizations repealed and rescinded through 
ee eee eS —831 —581 | —2, 256 —3, 668 
Less estimated authorization repe: aled by secs, 103, 203, 303, and | 
ee a Se | Tees er eee Fee -71 —87 —177 —335 
Less appropriations fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1960. —3,852 | —3,514 | —11, 191 — 18, 557 
Less dollar equivalent of hem snrernes fund pesetas utilized 
through fiscal year 1960-- ' 0 —40 —69 —109 
Re cor authorization to be available at end of fiscal year 
196 204 75 523 802 
Additions 0 aad authorization proposed by fiscal ye: ar 1961 bill +158 +138 +676 +972 
Increases in prior year’s authorization proposed by fiscal year | 
1961 bill +8 | +26 +51 +85 
Estimated general authorization to be utilized in fiscal year 1961 +25 | +27 | +77 +120 








Total of fiscal year 1960 residual and proposed fiscal year | | 
1961 authorizations. 395 266 1, 327 1, 988 
Less estimated authorization to be repealed by secs, 103, ‘ a | 














and 506 of fiscal year 1961 bill... =a® ‘ —127 —41 — 286 —454 
Less proposed fiscal year 1961 appropri ation —211 —193 —729 —1, 133 
Less counterpart fund pesetas proposed for utilization in fiscal | 

year 1961____--- ‘ ney | 0 | —5 0 | —5 

~- ~ 99 authorization to be available at end of fiscal year | | 
Pin ee . . 57 | 27 312 396 





| ! 





Secretary Bryant. This last tabulation illustrates that the amount 
of residual authorization available to the three military departments 
is still being further reduced by the annual rescission of lower pri- 
ority unfunded projects. 

This goes back, Mr. Chairman, to page 16, which is in consonance 
with some of your remarks at the beginning of this hearing. It shows 
what we did in previous years and what the residual authorization 
is expected to be at the end of fiscal year 1961, what it was in 1960, and 
so forth. 

To repeat, this tabulation illustrates that the amount of residual 
authorization available to the three miliary departments is still being 
further reduced by the annual rescission of lower priority, unfunded 
projects, as provided under section 506 of this bill. This reduction 
will amount to approximately $235 million for fiscal year 1960, with 
an additional $406 million reduction expected by the end of fiscal 
year 1961. The balance of residual authorization then left available 
will consist of relatively small amounts compared to the large balances 
which were on hand several years ago. This places our construction 
program on a much more current basis, and should permit a greater 
share of our annual appropriations to be applied to essential new 
authorization. 

In conformity with this obective of placing the construction pro- 
gram on a more current basis, all of the new authorization requested 
in this bill, with the exception of the contingency authorization con- 
tained in sections 103, 203, and 303, and a small amount of other 
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projects, is scheduled for inclusion in the fiscal year 1961 funding pro- 
grams of the three military departments. 

The small amount of other projects not scheduled for inclusion in 
the funding programs consists of essential, well-screened items that 
should definitely be accomplished in fiscal year 1961, but which cannot 
be immediately started due to unfinished site surveys, special design 
work that must be eee cca or other reasons. It is nearly always 
possible to fund these projects later in the fiscal year, as replacements 
for other projects initially included in the funding programs, but 
upon upon which work cannot be started, due to unforeseen construc- 
tion problems, or program changes. 

Such flexibility of this sort is normal in a worldwide construction 
program of this scope and complexity, and the availability of author- 
ization for these unfunded projects assures that work can continue 
without interruption or loss of time during the best working seasons. 

I should like to speak briefly concerning the contingency authoriza- 
tion contained in sections 103, 203, and 303. This authorization 
amounts to only about 5 percent of the total requested for the three 
departments, and its availability during the past years has been most 
helpful on numerous occasions when certain urgent, unpredicted work 
became necessary, which could not have been accomplished unless this 
special authority had been available. Examples of such work are 
special operational facilities constructed at military installations in 
the Mediterranean area during the Lebanon crisis; eee emergency 
work which was accomplished in the eastern Pacific area in support of 
our forces in the Formosa area; special missile test structures for 
which an immediate need became necessary; replacement of several 
SAC runways which failed unexpectedly during the season; and 
various other unforeseen projects for which an immediate require- 
ment was mandatory. 

In the present advanced state of weapons development, when new 
techniques, scientific breakthroughs, and other changes are occurring 
almost day to day, it is impossible to predict each specific, individual 
line item project which will be needed for the next 12 months. For 
this reason, we feel that the $1714 million of this special authorization 
which is being sought for each of the three departments is a very 
reasonable contingency item for a program which involves construc- 
tion of the worldwide sc ope and complexity that is required to support 
our present Armed Forces activities throughout the United States and 
in foreign countries. 

As you know, Mr. Chairman, the unused portions of this emergency 
authorization expire on September 30 of each year following its enact- 
ment, thus preventing the accumulation of unused balances. In this 
way it serves as a true emergency contingency, available for use if 
needed, but automatically rescinded if it is unused. It is always our 
hope that we never have to use any of this special authorization and 
that our planning for future requirements can be sufficiently accurate 
to foresee each and every line item that will be needed during the next 
year ahead. 

CONSTRUCTION AND PLANNING ACTIVITIES 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to thank your committee for its support and 
approval of the recent reprograming action which permits the Air 
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Force to increase their Atlas squadrons. Your prompt response to 
that request will permit the placing of contracts for these additional 
squadrons prior to the end of this fiscal year in order that operational 
dates may be met. 

Efforts are being continued to perform our construction by means 
of formally advertised contracts. Except under unusual circum- 
stances, all contracts are being awarded on a competitive basis to the 
lowest responsible bidder, and during fiscal year 1959, 92 percent of 
all work placed under contract was handled in this manner. Every 
effort will be made to continue our practice of advertising for bids on 
the open market. Reports on this important aspect of our contract- 
ing activity will continue to be made to this committee semiannually, 
as Spec ified by section 505 of this bill, and by similar provisions in 
previous legislation. Placement of contracts by negotiation will be 
utilized only where such procurement is in the interest of national 
defense. 

Continued progress has been made in the establishment of economi- 
cal and uniform quality for military construction. This has been ac- 
complished by the issuance of Department of Defense instructions 
which prescribe standards and criteria for most of the principal repeti- 
tive-type facilities common to the three military departments. ‘These 
instructions, while establishing qu: lity sts andards and space criteria, 
provide a measure of flexibility for the varying requirements of the 
services. Very creditable economies are also being attained within all 
the departments by more repetitive use of previously proven designs, 
which reduces engineering costs, and greatly aids in eliminating 
change orders. There is alw ays room for i improvement in this field, 
and we shall certainly continue our efforts in order that additional 
savings may be achieved. 

Special attention has been directed toward the design of hospitals so 
as to attain all practicable cost. reductions, yet provide an efficient and 
useful structure. I am confident that added economies will result 
from this action. In addition to this, a procedure has been established 
whereby careful consideration by a technically qualified staff is given 
to existing hospital capacity, both civil and gov ernment, in the area of 
a proposed new military hospital, prior to: approving such projects. 


REAL ESTATE 


Maximum utilization of existing military facilities and prompt 
identification and declaration as excess of real property holdings for 
which no military requirement exists are fondastiental to attaining 
maximum economy in providing essential installation support to the 
military departments for the performance of their assigned missions. 
Efficient utilization of existing facilities frequently obviates and in- 
variably reduces the cost of new construction. Prompt disposal of ex- 
cess property not only eliminates the cost of operating and maintain- 
ing such facilities but will, in most cases, insure the return of the same 
to the economy and to the tax rolls of the local governments as well as 
ji monetary return to the Treasury. 

In implementation of the foregoing principle of sound real property 
management, my office conducts a continuous review of all military 
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real property holdings. The effectiveness of such review involves close J 1 
liaison and coordination with the three military departments in order | ( 
to assure that the essential military base structure is provided within 
the framework of this economical concept. 

It may be that as the nature of our forces change due to the transition 
to greater missile application, reorientation and closing of some bases 
will oceur. I feel confident that the Congress will support us where 
such changes are justified. Nav 

Joint utilization of land and facilities as between the services, par- J! 
ticularly in the functional areas of logistical support, as well as the 
consolidation of activities into fewer facilities, are two important ele- | — 





ments of an objective utilization of military real property. an 
Onsite property surveys, conducted on either a geographical or a 

functiona! basis, or a combination of both, are, when feasible, an im- J 7 

portant ingredient of an intelligent review and evaluation of the utili- S 


zation of, and requirement for, military real properties. For example, § gen 
a study of the military real property in the State of Hawaii was con- § the 
ducted recently under the supervision of my office, with the active co- J ing 
operation of the military departments, designed to insure maximum J visi 
utilization of existing land holdings and the disposal of land excess J rent 
to current or future requirements. As a result of this study, includ- J sers 
ing a review of actions already taken or initiated by the military de- J U 
partments, over 3,000 acres of land in 42 separate areas have been § fen: 
identified as excess to the requirements of the cognizant military de- Jing 
partments and are in process of screening with the other military de- Jno ] 
partments. Much of this excess is land of considerable value and will Jassi 
be returned to a local economy in which the amount of usable land is J quai 
relatively limited. We will continue this study in order to assure that § com 
all land to be retained in Hawaii is definitely required to support firm J sub: 
long-term requirements. whi 

In connection with this year’s bill, as in the past, all requirements} U 
have been carefully screened by both the military departments and my sion 
office against existing inactive and excess installations as well as unused J mak 
land and facilities at active installations. Iam satisfied that authoriza- sect: 
tion is requested for the fulfillment of only those requirements which] priv 
could not be appropriately satisfied at existing available facilities. [the: 

The principal requirement for land in this bill is in support of theftary 
ballistic missile program. It should be noted that existing facilities] gage 
have been utilized to the maximum possible extent to provide launch-| N 
ing sites or logistical support necessary to implement this program.§spec 

The estimated cost of the land or interest therein for which author-{thos 
ization is requested in this bill in fulfillment of military requirements the « 
is substantially less than the total expenditures for such purposes forjon a 
any fiscal year since fiscal year 1950, notwithstanding the requirements the « 


for missile sites. Also, during fiscal year 1959, an overall reduction off#gai 
1.448.000 acres of military-controlled land was recorded in the United]éxce 
States. This reduction was accomplished principally by the releasecost 
of military ranges. Tl 

A summary of the real estate acquisitions proposed in title I, Iljeven 
and III of the bill is shown in the following tabulation: $25, 
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The Cuaimman. Put that table in the record, right here. 
(The tabulation follows :) 
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Se ey ee eee ee | 1, 008 540, 000 3, 065 980, 000 1, 520, 000 




















1 Land and dollars, in addition to that shown, will be required for missile construction at various locations 
where the exact acreage and cost have not yet been established. 


The Cuarmman. Pick up “Military family housing.” 

Secretary Bryant. Before I discuss “Military family housing” in 
general, I would like at this time, as I indicated earlier, to discuss 
the so-called section 810 housing, which was established by the Hous- 
ing Act of 1959, section 704, on September 23, 1959, which made pro- 
vision for building under FHA-insured mortgages off-post, private 
rental family housing, for military and essential civilian personnel 
serving or employed in connection with military installations. 

Under this type of legislation, Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of De- 
fense or his designee is required to certify, (1) that the needed hous- 
ing is necessary in the interest of national defense; (2) that there is 
no present intention to curtail substantially the number of personnel 
assigned or to be assigned to the installation involved; (3) that ade- 
quate housing is not available at reasonable rentals within reasonable 
commuting distances, and (4) that the mortgaged property will not 
substantially curtail occupancy in any existing housing in the vicinity 
which is covered by FH A-insured mortgages. 

Upon receipt of such a certificate, the Federal Housing Commis- 
sioner is authorized to accept any mortgage for insurance without 
making a finding of economic soundness, such as is required under 
sections 203 and 207 programs—those being the counterparts for 
private housing for nonmilitary personnel, although if he finds that 
the mortgage is not an acceptable risk, he may then require the Secre- 
tary of Defense to guarantee the FHA-armed services housing mort- 
gage insurance fund from loss. 

Now, while the Commissioner’s requirements and actions with re- 
spect to eligible mortgagees under this program follow very closely 
those which apply to the so-called section 207 program, except for 
the determination of economic soundness, as noted above, the mortgage 
on a multifamily housing project may not exceed, (1), 90 percent of 
the estimated value of the property; (2), $5 million total amount, as 





on of 
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against $20 million set aside under section 207, or $2,500 per room, 
except that this latter limit may be increased by up to $1,000 in high- 
cost areas, where those can be identified. 

The mortgage on a project of single-family houses intended for 
eventual sale may not exceed $22,500 per unit. That would be for a 
$25,650 house. 
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This office, Mr. Chairman, opposed this legislation on the ground 
that the Department of Defense cannot accept as military assets any 
heusing in which it has no voice as to location, design, and rental, 
However, since passage of the legislation, we have worked with the 
FHA toward procedures which we hope to some extent might alle- 
viate these objections. 

The procedures which were resolved after a period of several months 
of discussions with the FHA subsequent to the enactment of this law 
were not entirely satisfactory from our standpoint, but which may 
mitigate and will mitigate to a considerable extent some of the con- 
cern we had with respect to controls. 

However, certain objectionable features which are inherent in the 
program remain. These are as follows: 

The program is fundamentally, in our opinion, infeasible because, 
with few exceptions, reasonably adequate privately constructed hous- 
ing cannot be built to rent, with profit, at prices which military per- 
sonnel can afford to pay. 

For example, a five-room unit should on the average cost about 
$12,000 to $13,000, which would mean that the gross rent would or 
should be about $125 per month, compared to the average quarters 
allowance of $92 per month, which is the average allowance for en- 
listed men—the highest allowance for enlisted men being $96.90. 

Even assuming that service personnel would be willing to pay rents 
averaging $100 per month, average unit costs could not exceed $10,000, 
in our opinion. 

Therefore, it appears that housing which is reasonably acceptable 
in terms of rents can be built only in the lowest cost areas. 

Furthermore, in view of the cost situation, it is believed that the 
military services would be under strong pressure to accept housing 
which would be somewhat less than adequate or which would require 
rents considerably in excess of quarters allowances. 

Although this housing would be provided for military and eivilian 
personnel, occupancy by such personnel could not be assured. because 
they could not be assigned as in the case of public quarters and Cape- 
hart housing. 

This inability to assure occupancy was the cause of failure of many 
of the Wherry projects. 

Proper maintenance by private management could not be assured. 
There are numerous examples of this problem in the Wherry pro- 
gram, where the military ostensibly had more control than it would 
under the 810 program. 

Rents might be reasonable at the beginning, but in many cases they 
would eventually be increased due to increased cost of maintenance, 
operation, taxes, and other items, to levels which servicemen could not 
afford. There are numerous examples of this in the Wherry program. 

The FHA in our opinion would probably require the military guar- 
antee in every instance. We have a case where one developer has al- 
ready advised that he has been informed that a project which has 
been tentatively approved under the old section 207 will have to be 
converted to section 810 with a military guarantee. 

Although there is presently no authority for mandatory or permis- 
sive acquisition of section 810 housing, the military might sooner or 
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later be required to acquire this less than adequate housing, which 
would present very difficult problems of administration. 

Those, essentially, Mr. Chairman, were the problems that beset us 
in trying to implement section 810. 

Now, during the calendar year 1959, our military families began 
to derive marked benefits tees the Capehart program, which was 
first authorized in August 1955. In the period from February 2, 
1959, to February 4, 1960, the number of units in completed projec ts 
jumped from 18,646 to 51, 379, Meanwhile, the number of units under 
contract declined from 51,400 to 34,453, partly as a result of financing 
difficulties. 

Including presently authorized execution programs, military con- 
trolled housing assets total 346,267 units worldwide. We also benefit 
from an estimated 213,000 units of adequate privately owned housing, 
so that our combined assets total 559,267 units, as shown in the attached 
summary, which I will ask to be attached as tab A. 

As the summary indicates, on June 30, 1963, there will be 880,500 
married male officers, upper enlisted personnel, and eligible key 
civilians who are entitled to quarters. Bachelors, lower grade enlisted 
aed toe and personnel in certain categories of assignments have 

een excluded. After subtracting our assets as noted above, we have a 
worldwide statistical deficit—I want to emphasize this—a statistical 
deficit of 321,233 units. A breakdown of these figures for the United 
States and overseas is set forth in attached tab B, which I would like 
to make a part of the record, if I may. 

Against this deficit, our programed construction (proposed fiscal 
year 1961 authorization plus rehabilitation of 1,141 inadequate quar- 
ters) totals 10,927 units. The proposed 1961 program is modest be- 

‘ause we feel it necessary to proceed with increasing caution as we 
approach substantial satisfaction of our more pressing needs. Sizable 
safety factors, which for our purposes we have used approximately 
175,000 units, must be preserved against possible future personnel cuts 
and redeployments, and in anticipation of possible increases in the 
private housing supply in many areas. In many nonisolated areas 
we have deferred proposed projects until we can properly evaluate 
the impact of prior increments. 


ADDITIONAL FAMILY HOUSING AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN H.R. 10220 


A summary of the family housing items in this year’s bill is as 
follows: 

The number of appropriated fund units in the bill for the Army is 
53, the Navy 200 and the Air Force 400, or a total of 653. 

The hha Ae of Capehart units in the bill, Army 3,283, Navy 3,790, 
and the Air Force 1,645, ora total of 8,718. 

The number of surplus commodity units in the bill: Army, zero; 
Navy, 127; Air Force, 288; a total of 415. 

Total number of units in the bill: Army, 3,336; Navy, 4,117; Air 
Force, 2,333 ; or a grand total of 9,786. 

The 653 appropriated fund units consist of 53 units for Fort Greely, 
Alaska; together with 200 for the Naval Air Station, Naha, Okinawa, 
and 400 for Clark Air Force Base in the Philippines, where it is im- 
possible to build under the Capehart or surplus commodity programs. 
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The 8,718 Capehart units are all in the United States, except for 100 
in Puerto Rico, and the 415 surplus commodity units are divided into 
137 for the Navy and Air Force in Turkey; 100 for the Navy in 
Spain; 70 for the Air Force in Great Britain; and 108 for the Air 
Force in Japan. 

THE CAPEHART PROGRAM 


We have already referred to the substantial number of completed 
units in this program. A total of 106,168 Capehart units had been 
cleared for development as of F ebruary 4, 1960, in addition to the 
8,718 units requested in this year’s bill. For projects which have 
reached the contrac ting stage, the mortgages average $15,600 per unit 
and total $1,338,852 004. Of this sum, about $928 million (70 per- 
cent) represents private commitments and $411 million (30 percent) 
commitments of the Federal National Mortgage Association. 

Further progress under the Capehart program depends on our 
ability to obtain mortgage financing. On March 2, 1959, the Federal 
Housing Administration Commissioner increased the current interest 
rate from 41/, to 414 percent, the statutory ceiling. This action en- 
abled us to finance ‘and place under construction the substantial bal- 
ance of our fiscal year 1959 authorizations. However, the mortgage 
market became increasingly tight, and discounts of about 6 points 
were required on the 414-percent mortgages. In testimony before the 
Banking and Currency Committees last year we supported an in- 
crease in the interest ceiling to 514 percent, but unfortunately no in- 
crease was provided in the Housing Act of 1959 (Public Law 86-372). 

Although no projects in the fiscal year 1960 program had been 
placed under contract through January 31, 1960, indications are that 
discounts must exceed 714 soints on the permanent mortgages if these 
projects are to be Ae This is a matter of serious concern be- 
cause it is already difficult to provide an entirely adequate house in 
some areas under the $16,500 mortgage limitation, and the discounts 
further reduced the amount available for construction purposes. For 
this reason we are seeking to remove the present Capehart interest 
ceiling of 414 percent. 


LEASING AUTHORITY 


Meanwhile, we are continuing to use the authority to lease a maxi- 
mum of 7,500 units at tactical installations; we resort to leasing under 
this authority in lieu of proposing new construction wherever possible. 
As of January 18, 1960, 5,650 units had been allocated to the services, 
5,500 to Army, 25 to Navy, and 125 to Air Force. Approximately 
4,700 leases were in force, at an average rent of $135 per month, which 
amounts to $44 above the average quarters allowance forfeited by 
the occupants. 

WHERRY ACQUISITION 


As of December 31, 1959, the military departments had acquired 
60,183 units of Wherry housing , compared to 53,776 on December 31, 
1958. It is expected that prior ‘to June 30, 1960, an additional 6,753 
units will be acquired, and during fiscal year 1961, a further 2, 102 
units, for a new total of 69,038 units. This figure, together with 4.319 
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units in default or acquired by the Federal Housing Administration, 
represents almost 88 percent of the original Wherry total of 83,742 
units. 

FOREIGN PROGRAMS 


The committee is familiar with our two principal foreign programs, 
surplus commodity, which utilizes the foreign currency proceeds of 
agricultural commodity sales, and rental guarantee, which involves the 
guarantee of a specific level of rental income to foreign builders for a 
period of years. 

The surplus commodity program has moved extremely slowly; dur- 
ing calendar 1959 only five projects totaling 257 units were placed 
under contract. The principal reason was that few international sales 
agreements were made which produced currencies usable in this pro- 
gram, due to improving economic conditions in Western Europe. 

We have checked into the possibility of converting to sterling siz- 
able balances of other currencies accumulated through Public Law 
480 sales to other countries. Unfortunately, we have found that these 
currencies are either restricted as to their use, are not convertible to 
sterling, or their conversion and use would have an adverse economic 
effect on the third country involved. Accordingly, in this bill we are 
requesting authorization for a relatively modest number of surplus 
commodity houses to be located in Great Britain, Spain, Turkey, and 
Japan. 

RENTAL OF INADEQUATE QUARTERS 


The Military Construction Authorization Act of 1957 (sec. 407, 
Public Law 85-241, Aug. 20, 1957) authorized the Secretary of De- 
fense to operate inadequate public quarters on a rental basis. Subse- 
quently, the military departments reviewed all existing public quar- 
ters to determine which are inadequate and may be operated as rental 
housing. Under this plan, the fair market rent is determined in 
accordance with a Bureau of the Budget circular, this amount is de- 
ducted from the serviceman’s quarters allowance, and the balance of 
the allowance is paid to him in cash. All inadequate quarters must 
be brought up to acceptable standards or they must be demolished, 
converted to nondwelling use or otherwise disposed of by July 1, 1961. 
Wherry housing cannot be designated inadequate under this authority. 

Improvement of inadequate public quarters is based upon standards 
of adequacy established in Department of Defense Instruction 4165.34, 
which clearly indicate the basic conditions which quarters must fulfill 
in order to be declared adequate. Many inadequate quarters are of 
relatively advanced age, and improvements frequently consist of 
major repairs and replacements to extend their useful life, and mod- 
ernization of interior finishes, kitchens, bathrooms, equipment, heating 
and electrical service and other utilities. 

With minor exception, the military departments have completed 
their review of the potentially inadequate quarters. Of the more than 
73,000 units evaluated, almost 54,000 units have been determined to be 
adequate and are being continued as public quarters, while almost 
19,000 or 26 percent were found to be inadequate. Of these 19,000 
inadequate units, 600 have been improved and redesignated adequate, 











9714 


3,500 demolished or sold, and 1,900 converted to other than family 
housing use for a total of 6,000 units already acted on. With respect 
to the remaining 13,000 inadequate units, approximately 10,000 are 
to be demolished or sold, and the balance converted to other than 
family housing use, or repaired and redesignated as adequate. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Sections 501 through 506 of the general provisions pertaining to the 
Active Forces, as shown in title V, follow the pattern established in 
prior military construction acts. 

Section 507 would provide for the necessary increase in the limita- 
tion on the number of Capehart housing units which can be contracted 
for after June 30, 1959. 

Section 414(a) of last year’s act (Public Law 86-149) amended sec- 
tion 803(a) of the National Housing Act by adding a proviso that no 
mortgages could be insured after September 30, 1960, and that not 
more than 20,000 units could be contracted for after June 30, 1959. 
Subsequently, section 701(a) of the Housing Act of 1959 (Public Law 
86-372) further amended section 803(a) of the National Housing Act 
by changing the expiration date for insuring section 803 mortgages 
from September 30, 1960, to October 1, 1961. 

Sections 104(b), 204(b) and 304(b) of Public Law 86-149 author- 
ized the construction of 23,971 units under section 803 of the National 
Housing Act, but as noted above, section 414 limited the number to be 
built to 20,000. The execution program for fiscal year 1960 has been 
restricted to 20,000 units, but since some fiscal year 1959 projects had 
to be carried over and since we are requesting new authorization for 
8,718 units in the fiscal year 1961 program, the limitation of 20,000 on 
units which may be contracted for after June 30, 1959, must be in- 
creased to 30,000. 

At this point I would like to provide the committee with further 
information on the proposed amendment relating to the disposition 
of inadequate public quarters. 

In the bill before you, we had suggested the extension of section 508 
from July 1 to January 1, 1962. Subsequent developments have indi- 
cated that this is probably going to be inadequate. 

So, subsequent to our original request for an extension of the ter- 
minal date from July 1, 1961, to January 1, 1962, for the disposi- 
tion of all inadequate quarters under the jurisdiction of the Army, 
Navy, Air Force and Health, Education, and Welfare, a further anal- 
ysis was made of the approximately 10,000 units referred to under 
the Department of Defense jurisdiction which are planned for dis- 
posal. 

As a result of this reevaluation, it has been determined that there 
are approximately 3,300 units of inadequate housing which should 
be retained beyond January 1, 1962, and at least until July 1, 1962, 
by the military departments as inadequate public quarters. 

At several locations, for example, a Capehart project has been 
authorized and approved for development, but will probably not be 
completed by January 1, 1962. 
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At other locations, Capehart projects are included in the fiscal year 
1961 military construction authorization program. These almost cer- 
tainly will not be completed by January 1, 1962. 

The inadequate public quarters which are occupied by military per- 
sonnel that will be ordered into the new housing will be needed until 
the new housing is completed. There are appr roximately 2 2,700 units 
in this category. 

At other locations where it is not possible to program replacement 
housing due to the nonpermanent. nature of the activity or uncer- 
tainty as to future manning levels, it would not be in the best interest 
of the United States to dispose of the inadequate public quarters or 
expend funds to bring these quarters up to acceptable standards. 
There are approximately 600 units in this group. 

In this connection, it should be noted that particularly in oversea 
areas, the permanency of installations is subject to frequent reviews. 
It is for these situations that the Department of Defense proposes to 
further amend Public Law 85-241, the Military Construction Author- 
ization Act of 1957. This amendment, w hich has been cleared with 
the BOB, provides that when the Secretaries of Defense or Health, 
Education, or Welfare, or their designees, determine that it would not 
be in the best interest of the United States to improve, demolish or 
otherwise dispose of any family housing which has been determined 
inadequate under the provisions of the above-enacted legislation 
they may exempt such housing from the requirement for improve- 
ment, demolition or disposal by July 1, 1961, provided that any quar- 
ters so exempted shall be improved, demolished or otherwise disposed 
of by July 1, 1962. 

I have a revision of section 508, embodying these provisions, which 
I have given to Mr. Kelleher, and I presume this will be properly 
substituted, with the permission of the committee, in place of the 
section 508 in the bill before you. 

I think, gentlemen, that these are necessary precautions so as not 
to leave us in the anomalous position of disposing of quarters which 
are later going to be substituted for or in improving quarters which we 
have some doubt are going to be needed for any great length of time. 
And considering the limited number, I think it is a reasonable 
request. 

Section 509 prescribes the customary cost limitations on certain 
common and repetitive categories of construction. 

Section 510 would repeal section 2662, title 10, United States Code 
and section 43 of the act of August 10, 1956 (70 Stat. 636). These 
provisions, formerly contained in title VI of Public Law 155, 82d 
Congress, provide that the Secretaries of the military departments 
and the Administrator of the Federal Civil Defense Administration 
shall come into agreement with the Armed Services Committees with 
respect to certain real estate actions involving $25,000 or more. The 
Attorney General has advised the President that these sections violate 
fundamental constitutional principles and, in view thereof, the Presi- 
dent recommended to the Congress in his budget message earlier this 

ear that these sections be repealed. 

Section 511 is required to differentiate between the Military Con- 
struction Act and the Reserve Forces Facilities Act, which is included 
under title VI of this bill. 
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In closing, I should like to inform the committee that this proposed 
legislation has been reviewed by the Director of the Budget who 
states that there is no objection to its submission to the Congress and 
that it is in accord with the program of the President. The Secretary 
of Defense recommends its enactment. , 
Mr. Chairman, I appreciate your patience and courtesy in receiy- 
ing this rather lengthy statement. I am pleased to meet with you 
here, and it is my wish, together with the departmental representa- 
tives who will also appear before you, to provide this committee with 
any information it desires in connection with its consideration of this 
legislation. 
(Tabs A and B, attached, are as follows :) 


Tas A.—Military family housing requirements and assets as of Dec. 31, 1959 
































| Total | Army | Navy | Air Force 
Pietra aan SSGEREREEEE SaReeEnee 
Currently authorized strength. --..........-- a 2, 489, 000 870, 000 | 794, 000 | 825, 000 
ee = SO  ————|J 
Projected gross requirements !___...........-.-- 880, 500 | 261, 800 | 278, 500 340, 200 
DN EES Bt ee cael 243, 600 76, 500 | 61, 700 | 105, 400 
EES A ST EE I LETS: 622, 800 77, 200 | 214, 600 231, 000 
Cog Ee Se eee 14, 100 8, 100 | 2, 200 | 3, 800 
I tidsiok benttnchessidensnurch-oc 559, 267 | 176,935 | 160, 346 | 221, 986 
Military controlled ?_.......-.-.-.- eee 346, 267 | 134, 925 57, 346 | 153. 986 
Ge STR EIS } (125, 150) (66, @R0) | (17, 461)! (40, 709 
6 ON SS) SRR EP ee eee eee (106, 168) (32, 430) (15, 625) (58, 113) 
A OR ARETE PE EES SESE Se | (80, 044) | (20, 091) (23, 126) | (36, 827) 
Leased 4_ SICBLy5S (8, 342)! (6, 170)| (80) | (2, 092) 
Surplus commodity §._..............--- | (16, 025) | (3, 112)| (1, 024) | (11, 889) 
Rental guarantee....-.---------_---_- (10, 538) | (6, 152) (30) (4, 356) 
Community support........-.....-.-.-.--- 213, 000 } 42, 000 | 103, 000 68, 000 
eo Lee AEE Oa) Oe hp eee Ee 321, 233 | 84, 865 | 118, 154 118, 214 
Programed construction (military)®_~........_- | 10, 927 | 3, 575 | 4, 730 2, 622 
|———____ -——_—_|c— ——————- 
Public quarters (rehabilitation) .........._- 1, 141 | 239 | 613 | 289 
Public quarters (new construction)-_.._..._-| 653 | 53 | 200 | 400 
oO ED ane aR PT 8, 718 3, 283 | 3, 790 | 1, 645 
ON EE ES a aS ee } 415 0 127 288 
a | 310, 306 | 81, 290 | 113, 424 | 115, 592 
' 





1 Estimated as of June 30, 1963. 

2 Includes existing, under contract, and authorized but not under contract; excludes approximately 21,000 
Navy rental units adequate for junior enlisted men and nonkey civilians. 

3 Includes a number of projects which may not be acquired, but excludes 1,665 units lost through conver- 
sion in projects already acquired, and 1,965 units at installations where there is no foreseeable military 


eed. 
P 4 Includes 1,850 units authorized but not allocated to the military departments for leasing in the United 
tates. 
5 Excludes 2,083 units which, for various reasons, including lack of foreign currencies, may not be con- 
structed. 
§ All, except public quarters to be rehabilitated, included in military construction authorization program 
for fiscal year 1961. 
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Tas B.—Military family housing requirements and assets as of Dec. 31, 1959 





| Total | United States| Overseas 
Riis aches | at é ae es 
Projected gross requirements !. .............-.--..-.-.-----.-- | 880, 500 | 708, 500 | 172, 000 
Officers... eS ee ee 243, 600 196, 700 46, 900 
Wades GumanteGg CA dat Si tds Bsihcscdincs 622, 800 | 501, 400 | 121, 400 
OW CUTINNIE. 6.4.84 50 heads bcacsdabonsd cic da. csdtaspiee 14, 100 | 10, 400 | 3, 700 
| = = - 
| } | 
naebie OS oh lt beck tauk 55.5. thle costes | 559, 267 | 437, 788 | 121, 479 
I SR ae bonans enticed 346, 267 241, 588 | 104, 679 
ag EU EL SS opie RTE EE Eh peed SSE | (125, 150) (51, 534) | (73, 616) 
Capehart........... sateleth celal Audhvighlch eceatihdiseisk Dalen tahcaiaten cite telat ceabines | (106, 168) | (103, 742) | (2, 426) 
NN ia aa echt dain eclpnadddces inedecgh bento swadeel (80, 044) | (78, 812) | (1, 232) 
SEES potis lino knwasanreds ddkecuitnastkuaeks ADEs Teh eees } | (8, 342) | 7, 500) | (842) 
Surplus commodity §..................- Eee eee (16, 025) (0)| (16, 025) 
ee MINION nd aied. oli bidndbwdeddn dv bouk ls baclouswmclic (10, 538) (0)} (10, 538) 
ETS Ee” aR Cott Se Oe See | 213, 000 196, 200 | 16, 800 
| | - 
Dette 2k Chis sobbed dtr ag 321, 233 | 270, 712 50, 521 
Programed construction (military) .........-.......--.-..-- | 10, 927 | 9, S12 | 1,115 
Public quarters (rehabilitation).._.................--...-- | 1,141 | 1,141 | 0 
Public quarters (new construction) -..............-.-.--.- | 653 | 53 | 600 
EARS RI EP SARE RLY PLE fs OF PEE, 8,718 | 8, 618 | 100 
Derpeue COMmmMOGICY... 8. e052 occ eli ny ece + tet EES 415 0 415 
RE BN iakicntins hb Qitidink ce daeshonts tasieatntne 310, 306 | 260, 900 | 49, 406 








1 Fstimated as of June 30, 1963. 

? Includes existing, under contract, and authorized but not under contract; excludes approximately 21,000 
Navy rental units adequate for junior enlisted men and non-key civilians. 

3 Includes a number of projects which may not be acquired, but excludes 1,665 units lost through conver- 
sion in projects already acquired, and 1,965 units at installations where there is no foreseeable military need. 

4 Includes 1,850 units authorized but not allocated to the military departments for leasing in the United 
States. 

§ Excludes 2,083 units which, for various reasons, including lack of foreign currencies, may not be con- 
structed. 


6 All, except public quarters to be rehabilitated, included in military construction authorization program 
for fiscal year 1961. 


Secretary Bryant. Thank you. 

The Cuairman, Thank you, Mr. Bryant. At this point I would 
like to insert a statement which I reveived from Mr. Kenneth Dun- 
wody, president of the Cherokee Brick Co. in Macon, Ga. Mr. Dun- 
wody’s statement is a fine one and I wish to draw Mr. Bryant’s atten- 
tion to it and all of those in the Department of Defense and, indeed, in 
the Government, who are engaged in construction. 

(The statement is as follows :) 


STATEMENT BY KENNETH DuNWwopy, PAST PRESIDENT, STRUCTURAL CLAY 
Propucts INSTITUTE; MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS, STRUCTURAL CLAY 
Propucts INSTITUTE; PRESIDENT, CHEROKEE Brick Co., Macon, Ga. 


During the fiscal year of 1959, the Department of Defense spent approxi- 
mately $1.9 billion on new military construction. The deep concern of this com- 
mittee for the wise expenditure of public funds has been made evident over 
many years by the many hearings held on appropriations for military public 
works. Much has been achieved. 

There is, however, one extremely important area of savings which has been 
overlooked and in which lies a potential savings to the taxpayer of considerable 
dimensions. These potential savings exists in the public moneys being spent 
on the operation and maintenance of existing plants and facilities. 
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During the same fiscal year of 1959 in which $1.9 billion was spent on initial 
cost, the Department of Defense spent approximately $1.7 billion on the cost of 
operating and maintaining its plants and facilities. The two sums, you will 
note, are nearly equal. The latter, in our opinion, is excessive. At the same 
time, it is important to note that this recurring annual expense of operation 
and maintenance is directly related to the design and, therefore, to the initial 
cost of these facilities. 

I will attempt to put this statement into more specific language. I will refer 
to a report issued recently by Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute to the New York 
State Department of Education on “potential economy in school building con- 
struction.” This bears a direct relationship to the matters under the jurisdic- 
tion of this committee since both military construction and school building con- 
struction are financed by public funds; both relate to building of an institutional 
nature which is devoted to group housing, the construction of technical facilities, 
and the provision of education, and both are planned as permanent facilities. 
There are also other similarities. 

For example, it costs New York taxpayers as much each year to maintain 
their school buildings as it does to build them. The Rensselaer report says, in 
part: “In looking for ways to save money, most of the attention has been di- 
rected to the acquisition costs, while upkeep costs have been largely taken for 
granted. In fact, high maintenance costs are sometimes knowingly accepted, to 
‘worry about later,’ if the contract price can be reduced in the process. It will, 
no doubt, require a long-term educational effort to develop general recognition 
of the fallacy of this philosophy, but it is encouraging to know that increasing 
attention is being paid to upkeep costs and their overall significance. A 10- 
percent reduction in these costs is almost as important a savings to taxpayers as 
a 10-percent reduction in the cost of building, because maintenance costs endure 
with the life of the building, increasing in fact with the age of the building.” 

The report concludes, “* * * With careful attention to the selection of mate- 
rials and the efficient use of labor, maintenance costs should be susceptible to a 
reduction of at least 10 percent, a savings almost as important as the same pro- 
portionate reduction in the cost of the building.” 

This comes to the heart of the matter. We would be taking little or no risk at 
all to estimate, as with the case cited by Rensselaer, that the cost of operating 
and maintaining Department of Defense structures could be reduced by 10 per- 
cent. This, based on fiscal 1959 figures, would represent an annual savings to the 
public of close to $170 million. 

The flaw in present practice is that Congress has placed statutory limits on the 
initial cost of some types of new military construction, but has found no means 
of halting the steady increase in maintenance costs. Part of this increase, it 
must be said, is due to the rigidity of the cost controls placed upon the designer. 
This in itself has created heavier maintenance expense. At the same time, little 
attention has been given to the larger problem of controlling the total cost of 
building. This is the difference between looking at a building project as an 
owner and looking at it as a builder. At the present time, the philosophy of the 
Congress is that of the builder: yet it is, in fact, the owner. 

The initial cost of constructing a building is only the downpayment. Mainte- 
nance and operating costs endure with the life of a building—in the case of a 
Federal building, for at least 50 years—and may amount to many times the orig- 
inal building investment. In the case of building walls, with which I am most 
familiar, the total life cost of owning 1 square foot of exterior wall may be as 
much as 25 times the initial purchase price. The type of wall used directly 
affects the cost of heating, air conditioning, and maintenance repairs, to name 
but several items. On some occasions, a slight increase in the initial cost may 
produce a considerable reduction in total cost. Thus, a statutory limitation on 
initial cost may require the use of building materials and systems of construction 
which, while producing a cheaper building contract, may produce a far greater 
total cost to the owner. 

The very nature of building is such that cheapness and economy may be mutu- 
ally exclusive and economy is obtained only by seeking the lowest total cost. | 
do not want to create the impression that my argument is based on the premise 
that spending more on initial cost will automatically produce long-term economy. 
This is not at all the case. 

It is true that there are many instances in which the selection of the more 
durable of two materials will cost more initially and save money in upkeep. 
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However, there are other cases in which the selection of the more expensive ma- 
terial will also produce a higher operating and maintenance cost. To cite an 
obvious example, it has been estimated by leading building industry engineers 
that the substitution of clear glass for 1 square foot of masonry in an exterior 
wall may cost $8 extra in air-conditioning tonnage. Yet this material itself in 
many Cases will be more expensive than the square foot of masonry. 

Therefore, my plea is for the provision of flexibility in initial cost to allow the 
selection of materials and building methods as found appropriate to the needs of 
the structure and its environment. There is now an excellent guide to the pro- 
vision of total cost economy on which such regulation amendment might be based. 

The Structural Clay Products Institute, of which I am past president, has com- 
pleted a substantial research project to determine the ultimate cost of wall 
ownership to the Federal Government. It is based on the assembly and con- 
sideration of the many criteria which affect total building cost. The chart which 
you see below summarize the application of this method to three typical types 
of walls. These costs are based on a 50-year building life and the cost of money 
is 3 percent. 


Present value of ultimate cost 























| | 

|Masonry| Metal | Single 
No. Item | cavity panel | common 
| wall wall window 

| glass 

Se EE ee See ee et eee SRY eee Aes | $2.30 $6. 00 $4. 25 
oe PE SN oo. wi hain adpinioemmpeatsguatwmarhd mr tibmscagee | . 20 . 04 . 02 
ee ah acc ae a oped batu nape sxusbacensodehdnn . 09 . 53 . 38 
4 | Air-conditioning charge (St. Louis)-..............-...-.-----.---- .44 By 17.99 
So ROTO TE, BINNEY cence Seceieda usw adskciasccancdaubue. 1. 57 1. 57 16. 24 
LD I eas co Belo atie dk dsaidnarterelacdsnwendldakh .79 .74 10. 96 
ER rntidnkdcihctenewcdcetibcceasicg=ccccaumeGeeu | §. 21 8. 55 49.08 





Please note that five separate items in addition to the initial cost of building 
the wall affect the total number of dollars which the taxpayer must contribute 
to the building. 

Note that the maintenance and operating costs attributable to masonry walls 
is about 125 percent greater than their initial cost. The maintenance and operat- 
ing cost of a glass window is more than 1,000 percent greater than its initial 
cost. All things considered, the window is ultimately nearly 10 times more 
expensive than masonry. Studies conducted for the Federal Government by the 
Building Research Advisory Board of the National Academy of Sciences, Na- 
tional Research Council, provide similar findings. A more realistic cost limita- 
tion could be obtained by limiting window area than by limiting initial construc- 
tion cost. For every square foot of glass wall area converted to masonry enough 
money is saved to build about 30 additional cubic feet of building space. 

A report of a similar analysis of painting costs submitted by Structural Clay 
Products Institute to the Department of Defense indicated that the Government 
could well afford to invest about $0.60 per square foot of wall area more for 
brick walls than for walls which require periodic painting. Yet, present initial 
cost limitations have sometimes forced the executive branch of Government, 
against its better judgment, to employ cheaper materials which are ultimately 
more expensive to the taxpayer. 

According to the Public Housing Administration, the annual cost of insuring 
and maintaining wood frame housing exceeds that of masonry housing by $16.20 
per unit per year. On this basis PHA can afford to spend $500 per unit more in 
initial cost to obtain masonry buildings and still save money. PHA and other 
agencies are free to do this, but the present law often forces the Department of 
Defense to use materials which ultimately cost more. These examples are cited 
only to demonstrate that low initial cost is not necessarily the most econcmical 
criterion for building construction. 

It is our recommendation that the Congress examine the Government’s present 
building policies in the light of the philosophy which I have placed before you. 
In our opinion, adoption of these principles will provide very substantial savings 
to the Government and the public. We welcome the opportunity to be of service 
to you in any investigation of this matter which you determine to initiate. 
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The Cuarman. Now, members of the committee, of course, we have 
a great many questions to ask Mr. Bryant, because his statement sug- 
gests a great many questions, and I am going to ask that we permit Mr. 
Bry ant to step aside for just a moment. He will be with us until eve ry 
a aa has had an opportunity to ask him any questions they want to. 

But I do think, in view of the fact that we are honored this morning 
by having our former distinguished chairman and colleague, the As- 
sistant Sec retary of the Army, Mr. Short, to permit Mr. Short now to 
make a statement on behalf of the Ar my. 

Mr. Short, will you please come around. 

Mr. Bryant, we will take you on in a minute. 

Members of the committee, it is a great honor for us to have as the 
first spokesman for the Department of the Army the efficient, out- 
standing Assistant Secretary of the Army, Mr. Short, our former dis- 
tinguished colleague and distinguished chairman of the Armed Serv- 
ices Committee. 

Mr. Short, you may proceed. 

Secretary 'Suorr. Mr, Chairman and members of the committee, for 
once in my life I will strive to be true to my name and make this state- 
ment short. [ Laughter. | 

Always, it is a pleasure to appear before this committee. I wish I 
could come to the Hill oftener and visit with you fellows, but it seems 
that we have pretty busy workshops, both on the Hill and across the 
Potomac. And usually, my visits are confined to official presentations 
to this committee and others. 

Today, as you know, I am here to present the Department of the 
Army’s request for construction authorization for fiscal year 1961. 

This program which we are requesting does not contain a great deal 
when considered within the overall total of the national defense 
budget. It is, in fact, the smallest Army construction program to 
be presented to this committee in recent years. 

Many factors have contributed to the reduction of this authoriza- 
tion request compared to previous years, not the least of which has 
been the effectiveness of the careful review and screening processes 
which accompanied its formulation. I would not leave you with the 
impression, however, that because of its relatively lesser budgetary 
figure, the importance of this program has been diminished In any 
respect. In fact, the reverse is true. Because of rising costs and 
increased complexity of our modern weapons systems, the Army is 
exercising the utmost diligence in shaping its combat support pro- 
grams to insure that every dollar is productive of the maximum 
military return. Asa result, the program now before this committee 
represents the end result of that system of searching and continuous 
review, and, in my opinion, is a true expression of our minimal re- 
quirements in the field of military construction. 

Now, I would like to outline briefly certain segments of the pro- 
gram. First, we need to construct facilities for the continuing de- 
ployment of our surface-to-air missile units and the furtherance of 
our research and development effort on the antimissile missile, the 
Nike-Zeus. The Army’s surface-to-air missile units are a vital neces- 
sity to provide cover for our deployed forces and round out the air 
defense system for our icoledtelal alasion and the Strategic Air Com- 
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mand bases. Our proposed new authorization for such facilities con- 
tained in title I totals some $43.2 million. 

Another program element in which we feel a great and continuing 
concern is that which will assist in providing adequate housing and 
community support for our troops and their families. The Army is 
requesting $12 million for troop housing in this program, $2.2 mil- 
lion for appropriated-fund-financed family housing in Alaska and 
$2.9 million for miscellaneous community welfare facilities, includ- 
ing six chapels. Additionally, we are seeking congressional approval 
for 3,283 units of family housing to be financed under provisions 
of the Capehart legislation. We consider that this military housing 
segment of our program has a direct bearing on morale among our 
military people and consequently on our ability to retain in the service 
those trained people—the leaders and technicians—who constitute our 
Army’s hard core of strength. The present need for adequate hous- 
ing for our troops and their families is, in my estimation, just as 
essential as many of the facilities which contribute to our ability to 
fight. I strongly urge that this segment of the program be given 
your favorable consideration. 

Next, Mr. Chairman, I would like to mention the medical facilities 
we are requesting, which are very modest, in fact meager. 

I know that the committee is aware that many of our military hos- 
pitals, which we are still using, were hastily constructed during 
World War IT and are sprawling, wooden frame structures, some of 
them about to fall down, and almost a disgrace, housing expensive 
equipment and with a fine staff of personnel, but wholly inadequate 
and insufficient to meet our present needs. Thus, we have included 
two hospitals in this request—one at Aberdeen Proving Ground and 
one at Fort Leonard Wood, and I would like for the committee to take 
note of the estimated cost for these two hospitals. The amounts re- 
quested are well within the limits which Congress indicated would be 
acceptable during last year’s hearings. Also, we need a new medical 
research center to be constructed at Fort Knox to carry forward the 
Army’s essential research in ways to increase the adaptability of the 
soldier to the complex stresses resulting from the machines and envi- 
ronments of modern war and to indicate the need for design changes 
in military equipment so that it can be used more effectively and with 
less hazard to troops. 

We also have a small but necessary request for some facilities for 
the Army Security Agency and our oversea signal communications 
units. These organizations with their facilities are required to detect 
areas of possible enemy action and greatly strengthen the speed and 
reliability with which our forces can react to enemy attack. 

Most of the members of this committee visited a few of these spots. 

Lastly, I would like the committee to take note of the fact that again 
this year the dollar value of the total authorization we are requesting 
is appreciably less than the money we will be requesting from your 
colleagues on the Appropriations Committees. We are endeavoring, 
and I believe most successfully, to bring our unfinanced authorization 
down to a minimum level. We are actually asking for more dollars 
this year, you see, to fund these projects than we are asking for au- 
thorization, and I am sure we made marked progress in narrowing 
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the margin between authorizations and appropriations, which have 
had too wide a spread in past years, but which has been covered both 
by your chairman and by Mr. Bryant most excellently this morning. 

Since Mr. Rivers, your subcommittee chairman for Reserve con- 
struction, has already conducted his hearings on title 6 of this bill, I 
only want to mention for the benefit of the ‘whole committee that the 
Army has recently reorganized its Reserve components into the pen- 
tomic organization which exists in our Active Army. Both the Na- 
tional Guard and the Reserve element completed that reorganization 
in less than half the time we anticipated—within 1 year rather than a 
2-year period. 

‘Thus, they will have the same type of units and be eventually 
equipped with the same weapons so as to be readily able to quickly 
point our Active Army in time of emergency, and the facilities re- 
quested in title VI of this bill are needed for some of these reorganized 
units. Now, I do not wish to trespass or intend to take a gr eat deal 
of this committee’s valuable time. Rather, I will leave the detailed 
presentation to nical Seeman and the other Army witnesses who 
have demonstrated before that they can do this most ably, and give 
you a justification on each item, line by line, in the bill. 

I wish to assure you of our appreciation for being given the oppor- 
tunity to present the Army’s construction program. I and the other 
witnesses to follow will give the fullest cooperation, help, guid- 
ance and assistance, to the members of this committee, that are charged 
with the vital responsibility for the defense and security of our great 
Nation. 

We have enjoyed working with you in days gone by. We hope that 
we can continue to work with you in the days ahead. 

The Coarrman. Thank you, Mr. Short. 

Now, members of the committee, we will not take the Army section 
up until we finish with Mr. Bryant. But I do want to say this, Mr. 
Secretary Short, that I have examined each and every item in the 
Army portion of this bill. I have read the book, back-up book, in 
detail. I find myself in complete accord with each and every item 
that is set out in the bill, except in one section. I think there should 
be a reduction of some $7 million in one section, because last year we 
gave you $10 million, and you only spent $6 million, and I think we 
would be warranted in doing the same again this year. 

I want to compliment the Army on ‘the close serutiny with which 
they have presented this bill. Their justification, as far as I am con- 
cerned will receive no criticism and be supported by me. 

Thank you very much. 

Now, Mr. Bryant, will you please come back ? 

Mr. Harpy. Dewey has his bill already passed. 

The Cuareman. As far as I am concerned, it is already passed. 
[| Laughter. ] 

Secretary Snort. I am glad that your distinguished chairman is 
compelling me to live according to the Republican tradition, of not 
spending all that is given to you. [ Laughter. | 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee 





Let’s start down at the end of the table. Mr. Hardy, have you any 
questions? 











h- 


—s 


~—~ «2 








- © 


= FT ec Se 


_ 


CD OEE OP FS = le 








2723 


Mr. Harpy. Yes, Mr.Chairman. You are going to let me start? 

The Cuairman. Yes, sir, I am going to let you start. Go right 
ahead. 

Mr. Harpy. Iam right impressed, Mr. Chairman. 

I made a few notes, Mr. Bryant, as I went through. Let me try 
to see if I can pick up my thinking, as we went along. I haven’t had 
a chance to go over these figures that you inserted, so 1 am glad you are 
going to be here later on, to try to see if I understand those a little bit. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Secretary, on page 2 of your statement, you refer 
to “persistent Communist efforts toward aggression and subversion,” 
and you added “frequent instances which are occurring in the areas 
which approach closer and closer to the United States itself.” 

Would you care to expand on that a little bit, these closer areas? 
Maybe we won’t need these ICBM’s and can use the shorter range 
ones if we are getting close enough. What did you have in mind? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I believe that primarily—although, I 
think there is some difference of opinion as to the degree of Communist 
support, but we do have some problems, I think, in the Caribbean area 
that could at least suggest an encroachment closer to our shores than 
in the past. 

Mr. Harpy. It is certainly a serious situation down there. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I was wondering if you might have the Caribbean area 
in mind. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrmMan. Mr. Stratton, we will meet this afternoon at 2 
o'clock. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Secretary, let’s see, on page 3 there is a 
quickie: 

You spoke of the increase in reenlistments, which is due I presume 
to a good many things, including better housing facilities and a lot of 
other considerations. With the reduced manpower requirement, how 
much are you going to depend on Selective Service to meet your future 
recruitment ? 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t know that I could answer that as well, 
perhaps, as the manpower personnel people. But I have been told, 
and I- have no reason to disbelieve this, that it has diminished, the 
requirement for recruitment—I mean, what do you call it—enforced 
recruiting 

Mr. Fore. Drafting. 

Secretary Bryant. Drafting has decreased, and the personnel neces- 
sary to maintain the manned. forces requirements is being largely 
provided by voluntary enlistment. I haven’t the figures before me, 
Mr. Hardy, but I will be very happy to present those. 

Mr. Harpy. I was thinking about this combination of factors that 
we have before us now. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. We have increased the reenlistment rate by a good 
many statutory improvements, and I am sure the services themselves 
have made advances other than as a result of new legislation. And in 
addition to that, we are reducing personnel, so I just wondered how 
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much we are really continuing to depend on the Selective Service for 
the intake. ; 

Secretary Bryant. Less and less. The degree I can’t quote accu- 
rately. I would rather have it provided for you. I am sure this is 
right. 

(Information furnished :) 

The Army is the only service which now inducts personnel under the manda- 
tory provisions of the Universal Military Training and Service Act. The draft 
provides about half of the number of new enlisted personnel required by the 
Army each year. Inductions into the Army totaled 111,000 in fiscal year 1959, 
and are expected to average between 90,000 and 100,000 annually in the next 
few fiscal years. 

Mr. Harpy. That would be fine. 

Now, on page 19, Mr. Secretary, of your statement—— 

Secretary Bryant. Page what ! 

Mr. Harpy. Page 19. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. At the beginning of your discussion of construction 
and planning activities, you made reference to the increase in the 
Atlas squadrons which you spoke of as resulting from support and ap- 
proval of reprograming which this committee recently gave. 

Now, to what extent have you actually been able to accelerate the 
Atlas program since that action by the committee 4 

Secretary Bryant. We are proceeding without any interruption 
and on schedule, sir, in the new—you mean the additives ? 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. I am thinking in terms of the addi- 
tional Atlas program. 

Secretary Byrranr. That is right; as fast as can be done. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, what have you done that you couldn’t have done 
without the committee’s action ? 

Secretary Bryant. I think this has to do with the understanding 
we have with the committee at the beginning as to the number. 

The purpose of asking the committee to give us this increase in num- 
bers was to bridge the gap between one bill and another—in other 
words, the fiscal year bill. 

We would have had to wait until the presentation of that request 
in the fiseal year 1961 authorization bill had we not secured your au- 
thority to reprogram up to that amount. 

Mr, Harpy. You didn’t have to wait on planning and you didn’t 
have to wait on engineering, did you? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I don’t know about the engineering so 
much, but I think we did have to wait on the approval of this com- 
mittee in order to undertake work on the additional numbers. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, that is the question I was leading up to. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Have you actually awarded any contracts for these 
bases since the action of the committee ? 

Secretary Bryant. We will have awarded them before the end of 
this fiscal year, which we could not have done had we had to wait 
until passage of this bill. 


Mr. Harpy. Well, that is the thing that I am trying to understand, 
Mr. Secretary. ; 
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I opposed the action of the committee—not because I opposed the 
program but because I opposed the procedure that was followed. I 
think your program is probably an essential program, but I didn’t 
think it ought to be done that way. 

Secretary Bryant. I realize that. I think that had something to 
do, didn’t it, Mr. Hardy, with the fact that these were to be funded 
out of savings which were created by the given service through other 
appropriation authorizations? I believe—and I am satisfied in this 
bill—that we have asked for additional moneys beyond those which 
were developed by the service involved through its so-called sav- 
ings, and which I think from the standpoint of proper management 
was the thing to do. 

I believe that this went largely to your original concern, Maybe 
Iam mistaken. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, my original concern was actually that you came 
in here and asked the committee to authorize something which is 
contrary to existing law at the same time you were saying in effect 
that you weren’t going to honor what is existing law regarding au- 
thority of a committee of Congress. 

Secretary Bryant. Well 

Mr. Harpy. That is the thing that bothered me, Mr. Secretary. 
That is why I wondered what progress you had made and whether or 
not there was really anything that vou have done or will do before 
this bill becomes law which you couldn't already have done under the 
existing law. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I can assure you that we will have done, 
by the end of this fiscal year, work which we could not have under- 
taken in my opinion under the authority which we had in the fiscal 
1960 program. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, you would certainly anticipate that this bill 
which is before us will become law before the end of the fiscal] year. 

Secretary Bryant. That may be, but 

Mr. Harpy. And if this does not become law, then any action which 
you take in connection with expanding this Atlas program will be in 
violation of existing authority, won't it? 

Secretary Bryant. Let me answer it this way: I hope that the 
fact that this bill has been presented as early as it has and the con- 
sideration which is being given so promptly by this committee will 
insure that some of these matters will have been settled before the 
end of this fiscal year, I mean the authority under this bill will be 
available. 

But my experience has been—last year makes it certainly evident— 
the fiscal year had expired before the new authority was available. 

Mr. Harpy. We didn’t have the political conventions coming up 
last year. 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t know the reason, sir, but we felt we 
shouldn’t gamble on the fact that this new authority might in the 
1961 program be available in the best period of construction. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I think I understood that. But there is one 
thing that I was trying to bring out here now. Insofar as I have 
found out thus far, you have not as of this date done anything under 
the action of the committee recently more than you could have done 
without the action of the committee ? 
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Secretary Bryant. I don’t think that I can quite accept that, Mr. 
Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Then, I am trying to find out what you have done. 

Secretary Bryant. I will tell you what we have done. I haven't 
it at my fingertips, but I know we have programed ahead of the 
authority we would have been able to use under the 1960 authority. 
So that we have bridged the gap in time. 

I can give you specific: ully what we have done pursuant to the 
reprograming approval given by this committee. 

(Information furnished :) 

(1) The Air Force has initiated action to place the construction for the 
four additional Atlas squadrons under contract by the end of fiscal year 1960, 
thus permitting maximum advantage to be taken of the coming construction 
season. 

(2) Real estate acquisition for the four additional Atlas squadrons has been 
initiated. 

(3) The Air Force has advertised for procurement of standardized equipment 
for the additional four Atlas squadrons. 

Mr. Harpy. Let’s go ahead to something else. 

On your discussion of housing, you interposed a discussion of Public 
Law 810 at the request of the c hairman. 

How many units have actually been built under that anthority ? 

Secretary Bryant. None. Asa matter of fact, Mr. Hardy—I don’t 
know that I made this clear. As soon as we could, after the adoption 
of the military 9 aber se bill, 1960, we began discussing our prob- 
lems with the FHA. I didn’t recite all of the individual items that 
we attempted to work out. But there were a number. And it was a 
tedious program. 

We haven’t yet put out positive instructions to the services as to the 
implementation of this act, but we have them in the mill. We have 
our directive ready, and it is being agreed to and endorsed by the 
Secretary of Defense. The instruc tions W ill follow. 

The answer to your question, therefore, is that it was only within 
the last couple of months that we have approac hed the point where we 
were in a position to entertain any bids or suggestions from the services 
or from outside contractors under this act. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, you spoke also of certain conditions which might 
require a guarantee by the Department of Defense in order for FHA 
to: approve constr uction under 810. 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. And you referred, as I recall, to one developer who had 
started under another statute and you said may have to convert to 810: 
with a military guarantee. 

Secretary Bryant. This is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, under what basis at this stage of the game would 
the military undertake to guarantee such a program, since it started 
out as something else ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I suspect that we would certainly do our 
utmost to avoid it. 

This is going to be inherent throughout. I used that as an illus- 
tration. 

The FHA, as you know, is particularly concerned about the deter- 
mination of economic need in the section 207 programs, which are the 
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counterpart of this 810. And they are very happy, and I think they 
will be increasingly happy to find that the proposed project is in 
sufliciently close relationship to given military installations to enable 
them to avoid the determination of economic need and leave it to the 
military to establish that need and to certify to it and therefore guar- 
antee the mortgage. 

Mr. Harpy. The thing that I am trying to understand, Mr. Secre- 
tary, is this: Apparently here is a developer who found out he has 
gotten himself in trouble under one statute, so he is hoping to get over 
to another so the Defense Department will bail him out. Is that 
actually what is being planned ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. lam afraid that may happen. If it isn’t in this, 
it will be in others. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, under what authority or what is the basic au- 
thority for the Defense Department to jump into such a situation and 
bail out a developer? Were you involved in the original 

Secretary Bryant. We don’t intend to bail him out, and we don’t 
intend to give him a guarantee. It is just a matter of pressure by vir- 
tue of the fact 

Mr. Harpy. Who is going to apply the pressure ? 

Secretary Bryant. I mean, as long as there is a statute on the books 
which by its terms indicates that a project which may not qualify un- 
der a civilian type of requirement might qualify under a military 
usage; that the sponsor will attempt to indicate a military require- 
ment in this particular area in order to get a guarantee which would 
provide the authority to build, which he couldn’t get from the FHA 
under 207. 

Mr. Harpy. Would you object to the committee writing into this 
bill a prohibition against the Department of Defense bailing out any 
such development as this ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I wouldn’t object to any safeguards, Mr. 
Hardy. I gathered from the chairman’s remarks this morning, before 
I appeared, that he had some program in mind which he was to present 
to the committee. 

This might be a part of the total. 

The fact is certainly that we do not have any intention of bailing 
out any sponsor whose project is questionable under the normal con- 
struction procedures. 

Mr. Harpy. But you have indicated that here is a project where 
the developer looks like he may not be able to proceed under the nor- 
mal FHA procedure. 

The Cuatmrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. And that you are liable to have to guarantee it. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And that is the thing that disturbs me. If we are get- 
ting into that program, the quicker we repeal that section of the law, 
Mr. Chairman, the better off we are going to be. 

The Cuamman. Iam glad to find you in my camp. 

Mr. Harpy. Lam alwaysin yourcamp. [Laughter.] 

The Cuarrman. I want to say, frankly, it has disturbed me. 

Now, I think we are going to discuss that fully. And I was hoping 
that the approach, at least to stop any likelihood of being used to bail 
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out, would be that this committee take jurisdiction, to line item these 
installations, and supported by facts. Then we are at least better 
than we are today. We are in a very bad situation if you leave it 
wide open. 

Mr. Kitpay. That would take the pressure off Mr. Bryant and put 
it on us. 

The CuHarrman. Yes. 

I think we are more able to hold the pressure, because we are 37, 
and he is only 1. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Harpy. Well, Mr. Chairman, that is one we do want to settle 
when we do get to it. 

The CnuarrMan. We will clear that up. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Secretary, you spoke of the problem deriving 
from the interest ceiling on Capeharts. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harvy. If you raise that interest level—already you have a 
pretty heavy interest load to carry, I believe. If you raise that in- 
terest level, what does it do to the period of amortization of the 
mortgage ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. It will increase the period of amortization 
inevitably. 

Mr. Harpy. Aren’t you already likely to be finding some of your 
Capeharts are going to be in pretty bad shape before you ever get 
them paid for, unless you dip down a little bit more into your fund 
than your quarters allowance / 

Secretary Bryant. I think that that is probably right. My own 
personal opinion is that the amortization period of the Capehart 
mortgage under present circumstances—and this I think would be 
true regardless of whether it was a military house—should be on a 
30-year basis, rather than 25. 

Mr. Harpy. You think that the Capehart house is good for a 30- 
year amortization ? 

Secretary Bryant. Mr. Arrington, who is in charge of our hous- 
ing division, has a remark which might bear on this, if he may be 
permitted to make it. 

Mr. Harpy. Anyone you would like. I would like to understand it. 

The Cuatrman. Pardon me, but what was the question, Mr. Hardy? 

Mr. Harpy. The thing that I am concerned about, Mr. Chairman, 
is this: Some of us at least—at least one of the doubts in my mind 
about the Capehart program is whether or not over the long haul they 
may be in pretty bad shape before we ever get them paid for under 
the existing system, and if not, aren’t we going to incur pretty heavy 
rehabilitation and maintenance costs during their lifetime? 

The Cuarrman. Of course we are. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, then, the Secretary is proposing that we lift the 
interest ceiling, which will automatically extend the period of 
amortization. 

The CHarrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. So the question in my mind is: If we do that, then 
how are we ever going to pay for them, unless we are going to be 
called on to supplement the funds with appropriated funds? 

Now, if Mr. Arrington has some light on it, I would like to get it. 
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The Cuairman. We will get that after 

Go ahead, Mr. Bryant. We will get it right now. 

Secretary Bryant. He reminds me what I should have remembered. 

We got the time extended, the amortization period, but we didn’t 
get the increase in the interest rate. 

What this really comes down to, Mr. Hardy, it seemes to me, is 
quite fundamental: Are we going to continue with the Capehart 
program’ It is just that simple. Contractors 

Mr. Harpy. Sometimes I wonder whether we should. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I haven’t found any substitute, and the 
military departments certainly feel that the construction of these 
houses has vastly improved the morale of the troops involved—the 
military occupants. That is not, as you say, the only thing that has 
improved morale, but it is one. 

Now, failing a substitute, which of course this committee has, I 
think—certainly the chairman has—consistently suggested should be 
the military construction authorization, we haven’t found any device 
which is an improvement over the Capehart. Certainly, the Cape- 
hart was a vast Improvement over the Wherry program. 

Now, if we can’t get people, that is, contractors, to bid on these 
because of the discounts, that is, the points they have to give in order 
to get their money at the ceiling interest rate which is imposed by 
law, this program will grind to a halt. We have had considerable 
difficulty in the last 6 months. 

The Cuarrman. Well, Mr. Secretary, it is the high interest rate 
that is beginning to slow down their whole program. 

Secretary Bryant. Oh, yes, sir. We asked for and we thought we 
were going to get the interest rate increased, as I testified this morn- 
ing, to 514 percent. We asked for it. It was approved by the Bureau 
of the Budget, and the President, but as you know, the Housing Act 
ran into a lot of trouble, and in the final analysis, that interest rate 
increase was not acceptable to the committee and was not acted upon 
by the Congress. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Secretary, the higher you are going to raise the 
interest rate, the tighter the money you are getting. 

The Cuarrman. Tight money. 

Secretary Bryant. That may be, sir. I don’t pretend to be a fiscal 
expert. 

Mr. Price. Your own statement says that. 

Secretary Bryant. What I am saying is that we could get, I am 
sure, more voluntary offers to build than we are getting if the build- 
ers didn’t have themselves to rediscount the paper. 

Mr. Price. If you still continue to give them a fantastic increase 
in interest, it will continue the same thing. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to pursue one other aspect 
of this, because I am worried now about this whole Capehart pro: 
gram. Maybe you are correct when you say we haven’t come up with 
any alternative, and we need housing, but let me ask you this: 

Aren’t we just merely putting off the day of reckoning when we 
are going to have to go into appropriated funds to keep these houses 

maintained up to a standard—your standards of adequacy, which you 
discussed also in your statement ? 
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Secretary Bryant. We may. I don’t know that we can prove or 
disprove that now. 

I think your concern is probably justifiable. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, let me ask you a broad question on this: How 
much more percentagewise are these houses costing us than compar- 
able houses would from appropriated funds? 

Secretary Bryan’. I think that there will be no difference. I think 
that the requirement for appropriated funds would be on the same 
order of magnitude per house, per unit. 

Mr. Harpy. Over the long haul, they are not costing any more 
than appropriated fund housing ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, they are if you—of course, if you assume 
that the moneys which are appropriated have an interest value less 
than that which private mortgages cost that are involved, then you 
have the difference between the houses. 

So far as the total house requirement cost is involved, I imagine that 
this committee would appropriate the same amount of money. 

The difference all the time in these evaluations has been what is 
the difference over the long run in the rate of interest. 

We can’t assume that the money appropriated is free of interest. 

The CuarrMan. Now, members of the committee, let’s take a recess 
now until 2 o’clock. And Mr. Hardy, you finish examining the witness 
at 2 o'clock. 

All members try to be back at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. Bryant, you and your staff be back at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. Hardy, you be back at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I will be here. 

(Whereupon, at 12:05 p.m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 2:00 p.m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CuairMan. Now let the committee come to order. 

‘Mr. Hardy, you may proceed, sir, if you have any questions. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have one or two. 

The CHarrman. Come around, Mr. Bryant, please, sir, and all 
your staff. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Bryant, we were discussing the Capehart program 
and the cost of the Capehart program. 

I wondered about the maintenance and rehabilitation costs. How 
are they met; are they met out of the revolving fund accruing from 
quarters allowance, or are they met out of appropriated funds? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, let me take one at a time. 

So far as rehabilitation is concerned, of course, we haven’t yet ex- 
perienced that in.the Capehart program, and I assume that if and 
when that happens it will be taken out of M. & O. account. It could 
be appropriated funds. 

The Cuairman. Taken out of what? 

Secretary Bryant. Out of operations and maintenance account, 
which of course is appropriated funds. So far as the ultimate payout 
of the Capeharts are concerned, we still haven’t had enough experience. 
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We are hopeful that with the income that is derived from them, that 
they will be able to be amortized within the amortization period. 

Now, whether or not—and this we know is presently true—the al- 
lowances which are given to the occupants under the statutes with 
respect to quarters allowance will not pay for, shall we say, the normal 
day-to-day housekeeping requirements and utilities. So I think the 
answer to your question is that they are not self-contained, so far as 
quarters allowances are concerned. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, that is the thing I was trying to understand. 
That.is, in part, what I was concerned with. 

But your ordinary maintenance on Capehart housing is not paid out 
of your quarters allowance revolving fund ? 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. How much does that amount to? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, there have been various estimates. We 
have had a series of surveys run. They vary, depending upon the lo- 
cation and in some instances depending upon the service. 

But they will certainly average in excess of $50 a month, and they 
may be as high as 60 or 65. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, we are talking about maintenance costs now. 
Didn’t the Senate report deal with this subject last year? Are you 
familiar with it? I had in the back of my head somewhere a notion 
that a Senate committee report indicated that the actual maintenance 
costs on these houses was running from $70 to $90 a month—$70 to 
$90 a year, I mean. 

Secretary Bryant. I think it was a month. 

Mr. Ketitener. A month. 

Mr. Harpy. A month ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. 

The CHatmrmMan. No, he means a year. 

Mr. Ketiener. No, a month, Mr. Chairman. 

Secretary Bryant. A month. 

Mr. Harpy. We are:talking about Capeharts. 

Mr. Kewiener. A month. 

Mr. Harpy. That is why I am confused about the year or month 
business. 

Secretary Bryant. As I say, we had no means of verifying at 
that time the accuracy of these estimates, which were estimates. We 
feel now that we are closer to actual experience figures. And as I told 
you, those will be in excess of $50 per unit per month on an average, 
and as high perhaps as $60 to $65. 

Mr. Harpy. You don’t have any figure to indicate what your ex- 
perience has been in the past as to these actual costs? 

Secretary Bryant. The figures that I just gave you are those which 
are, to the best of our-ability, presently recognized .from -actual 
experience. 

Mr. Harpy. $60 to $65 a month is your actual maintenance costs 
on Capehart housing? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is an average? 

Secretary Bryant. That is on a house. 

Mr. Harpy. And that takes in the new ones and those that have 
been built the longest ? 


2732 





Secretary Bryant. Takes what ? 

Mr. Harpy. Takes in the newest ones and the oldest ones? 
Secretary Bryant. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy, what did you mean by maintenance 
cost? Do you mean heat, light, and water ? 

Secretary Bryant. I mean housekeeping: painting, repairing—the 
sort of thing which customarily one does to his own house or a land- 
lord does. 

Mr. Harpy. That is painting and upkeep on a house? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, how much in addition to that do your utilities 
cost ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. Have you any figures on that, Jack? 

Mr. Harpy. We want to find out. 

Mr. Hésert. How much the utilities ? 

Mr. Harpy. That is what I want to find out. 

The CHarrman. Let’s clear this up. 

Mr. Harpy. This is extremely important, Mr. Chairman. I have 
done a little calculating on this business, and I think we are going 
to find out that it is costing us a lot more to have a Capehart program 
than most of us had thought. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. Well, something must be wrong, 
somewhere, if it costs 

Secretary Bryant. May I amend 

The Cuamman. Wait 1 minute. If it costs $60 a month for main- 
tenance, then—that is $720 a year. 

Secretary Bryant. May I amend my statement, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrman. Amend it. 

Secretary Bryant. To make it clear that the figures I gave are in- 
clusive of utilities. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Bryant. That is, heat, light, garbage collection, roads 
and streets, and so forth. 

The Cuarrman. Now you give it. 

Secretary Bryant. And various other items. 

Mr. Kitpay. Maintenance and operations? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now you are sure that that includes items that are com- 
parable to the services which are provided by municipalities under 
their tax income? Garbage collection, for instance. 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t know that in many instances the munic- 
ipalities would necessarily provide that service. As a matter of fact, 
I think in most instances they would not. 

Is this true? 

Mr. Barth. 

The-CHatrMANn. Speak out loud. What is your name? 

Mr. Bartu. Max Barth. I am the Chief of the Technical Division. 

Mr. Ketiener. B-a-r-t-h, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMAn. Speak out so we can hear you. 

Mr. Barrn. The estimate that Mr. Bryant gave, up to say $65 or 
so for maintenance, is the total cost of maintaining these units, which 
includes the trash and garbage collection, the utilities costs, the day- 
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to-day housekeeping, maintenance, and so on. It includes whatever 
repair work they may need. 

This figure also includes repair of furniture which may have been 
furnished in a unit, which is, of course, in excess of anything that 
might be furnished in private comparable housing. 

The CHatrman. Wait. Can you break it down and divide it, and 
show what is the actual monthly cost for the maintenance of a unit ? 

Now, let’s don’t bring in the other things, except in a different item. 
Don’t mix them together. Let’s see—how much is the annual mainte- 
nance cost, to keep it in a livable condition. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is all we want to know on that phase. 

Mr. Harpy. We want to know both of them, but I would like to 
have them separate. 

The CHarrman. Yes. Separate them and put it in the record. 

Mr. Bartn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Hardy, the contribution to political subdivisions that go to 
taxes. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t know how many of these are actually serviced 
by political subdivisions. A good many of our Capeharts on your 
military reservations, aren’t they ? 

Mr. Barrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And serviced directly by the installation ? 

Mr. Bartn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield ? 

Mr. Harpy. Surely. Iam just trying to clear this up. 

Mr. Kirpay. Now, Mr. Secretary, in the case of appropriated 
fund housing, the operation and maintenance cost for Capehart, that 
you mentioned, is the equivalent of what is spent for appropriated 
fund houses, isn’t it ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiipay. So whether it is Capehart or appropriated fund, you 
still have the same experience of operation and maintenance? 

Secretary Bryant. That may be, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. I think it is unfortunate we have used the term “main- 
tenance,” when you actually mean operation and maintenance. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I don’t know whether you have a comparable 
situation as between appropriated fund houses and Capeharts. Cer- 
tainly you are going to cover the same items, presumably. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. But as to whether your costs for appropriated fund 
housing might be more or less than Capeharts is another matter. 

I would guess in some cases it probably would be more. 

But I would like to have, if we can get it, a breakdown of these 
costs as between maintenance items and utilities. 

Though no comprehensive cost data is currently available on the 
operation and maintenance of Capehart housing for the Department 
of Defense, it is estimated that the cost of maintaining and operating 
a typical Capehart family housing unit to be in the range of $50 to 
$60 per month. On this basis, the maintenance and repair of the 
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building structure, and equipment including redecoration, interior 
plumbing, electrical, heating and air-conditioning systems, would com- 
rise about 40 percent of the total cost; the provision of utilities, 
including electricity, gas, oil, water and sewage about 35 percent; and 
maintenance of exterior utility systems, roads and grounds, and the 
provision of services, such as fire protection, refuse collection, pest 
control, and administration and furniture repair, about 25 percent. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, the second question that follows right up on that: 
Actually, aren’t your utilities so lumped on a great many installations 
that you can’t even tell what the costs are? 

Secretary. Bryanr. It is difficult. But this is what we have been 
lately trying to isolate, through the investigations that followed the 
inquiries which you mentioned were developed in the Senate inquiry. 

I think we have to admit that in some instances the exact utility cost 
will have to be averaged. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, even so. Can you determine how much of your 
utility cost is really allocable to your housing units and how much is 
allocable to other items on a post ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, I think so. 

Mr. Harpy. You have no metering arrangement involved. 

Mr. Barru. I would like to answer. 

Secretary Bryanr. Yes. May Mr. Barth answer this in more 
detail ? 

Mr. Barrnu. In order to get these costs in better shape for mainte- 
nance and operation, we have asked the services to put in metering for 
the water, gas and electric service for units of housing—block units of 
housing. In other words, we can’t tell what each house might take in 
the way of these utilities, but we could tell for a selected group. And 
on the last groups of Capehart housing, built since July—that is com- 
pleted since July 59, I think we are going to have master meters, in 
order to tell what these costs are. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, prior to the study made by the Senate, the 
Department of Defense has made no effort to break down these costs 
to determine what the actual costs were ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir, we have. We had two problems, how- 
ever. One was the relatively short existence of those Capehart pro- 
jects which were actually completed and in operation ; that is, occupied. 
So that we have had some opportunity to gain this experience and to 
put in these meter arrangements since that time. 

I would like to make it clear that we haven’t ignored this, but that 
we had been unable to establish anything of any consequence in view 
of the then limited number that had been completed and occupied, and 
with the period of time enough to get a reading. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Secretary, how do you budget for these main- 
tenance and operating costs ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. Apparently on the experience factor, it is 
lumped and the funding requirements are predicated upon experience. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, don’t you have a flat figure that you put in for 


each house / 
Secretary. Bryant. I don’t think so. 
Mr. Harpy. Is there somebody here that can tell us? 
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Secretary Bryant. It isalumpsum. Perhaps—— 

Mr. Harpy. It was my information that you had budgeted a flat 
figure of $50 a month. Is that wrong? 

Secretary Bryant. I beg your pardon? I was 

Mr. Harpy. I have had information to the effect that you actually 
budget $50 a month, that your budget request is built up on a figure 
of $50 a month for maintenance and operation of Capehart units. 

Secretary Bryant. This I do not know to be a fact. 

Mr. Ke.tiener. General Seeman indicates that he can answer that, 
Mr. Chairman. 

General Seeman. It doesn’t come under us in the construction side, 
Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand that-—— 

General SEEMAN. But in making up the maintenance and operations 
budget, you are correct. We use a $600 figure as an average, but that 
takes the old ones and the new ones and everything. 

Mr. Harpy. I understood. The only reason I am getting into this, 
Mr. Chairman, is because I think it does tie into the question of the 
wisdom of authorizing this program and the extent to which it should 
be continued. 

Now, if, then, we are including $50 a month in our budget for the 
operation of these houses, from what funds-—what is the source of the 
remainder of the cost ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I suppose that must be—and I have to 
answer without full assurance—from the maintenance and operational 
funds that the services have. 

Mr. Harpy. So, then, to the extent that the costs of maintenance 
and operating these houses exceeds $50 a month, which is somebody’s 
estimate, then the maintenance and operating appropriations for the 
rest of the post has to suffer ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, I imagine—that would necessarily be true, 
and I suppose that there are other factors that enter into the problem 
of the allocation or utilization of maintenance and operations funds. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, I am getting down to the thing that is really 
disturbing me about this situation. You indicated this morning that 
your top quarters allowance for enlisted personnel as $96. I believe 
that is right. 

Mr. Keviener. $96.90. 

Secretary Bryant. $96.90, or something of that nature. 

Mr. Harpy. On top of that, we are adding to that $65 in additional 
costs for that average enlisted man, which brings our cost up to $162, 
approximately, a month. 

Secretary Bryant. $157. 

Mr. Harpy. Am I wrong? 

Secretary Bryant. $92 and $65—I mean $157. 

Mr. Harpy. $96.90 and $65 is $161.90, if my arithmetic is right. 

Now, what is bothering me is: As far as the quarters allowance goes, 
it is only $96, which is—well, right much less than two-thirds of the 
total, and yet we are making our comparisons of adequacy with quar- 
ters that that fellow would rent outside for $96, and not $162. 

Now, how do we justify that? Aren’t we kidding ourselves into 
thinking that actually the quarters allowance is $96, when that $96 
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only applies to the fellow who rents on the outside? It is the man 
who is living in a Capehart or in an appropriated fund house who is 
getting $162 quarters allowance, instead of $96. Now, why don’t we 

ave two different standards? If we are going to pay this kind of 
money—if we pay $162, he could go outside and rent it, and he wouldn't 
have to come in and live in a Capehart house. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, your question, I think, is well taken, 
There is that distinction. We will never be able to build all of 
the housing on post, in my opinion—it would be too risky a factor— 
that those entitled to living accommodations by permanent legisla- 
tion are entitled to. 

So the answer to your question is there is a discrepancy. 

The only answer to that one is the very obvious one that those who 
are not living in either Capehart or military construction authorized 
housing on the community probably don’t get the same accommoda- 
tions as those who are on post. 

Mr. Harpy. And if they don’t, then you declare their accommoda- 
tions to be inadequate, which justifies you in building more Cape- 
cae on which we are going to spend $162 a month more, and not 

96? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, as I told you, the Capehart program is 
being very carefully and I think properly curtailed in volume. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Chairman, the only reason I brought this 
up is this: We have been laboring under the delusion that the quarters 
allowance which we have set up is taking care of these costs through 
a revolving fund in this Capehart program. And it is the silliest 
thing that we have ever done. Now, if we would pay these people 
$150 a month, instead of the $96, they could go out and rent houses 
in the community that ought to meet somebody’s adequate standard, 
and we would be saving $12 a month over what we are now paying. 

The CuatrmMan. Save how much ? 

Mr. Harpy. We would be saving $12 per month a man. 

Now, this whole thing is just as silly as it can be, and I don’t under- 
stand why somebody down there in the Department of Defense 
hasn’t come up here and called our attention to this silly situation. 

Secretary Bryant. I can think of one good reason why we haven't. 
First, because I believe in the philosophy of the services, to the ex- 
tent that we can. Because these houses are primarily built and oc- 
cupied—built for and occupied by the career personnel. And I do 
think that they have a great—they are a great factor in these things 
we discussed this morning, Mr. Hardy. 

It is not the only one thing that builds morale and keeps people 
in the service. But it goes a long way toward several of those con- 
ditions. And I believe this is a justifiable program if it is contained 
within reasonable limits and we do not injure the opportunity of the 
public to supply comparable rental housing by public investment. 

Mr. Harpy. But here is what you have done. You are talking 
about the public supplying comparable housing at $96 a month when 
we are paying $162 a month for it. 

Secretary Bryant. Well— 

Mr. Harpy. Now, how do you expect a private real estate man to 
construct and rent houses for $96 which we are spending in the Cape- 
hart program $162 for, by your own figures? 
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Secretary Bryant. By my own figures, that is right. I don’t expect 
them to do it, and that is one reason I said that we had some real 
concern about the section 810 houses. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, that is just one point of it. But when we go out 
here—now, when you come in and ask for these Capeharts, you do 
it on the basis of justifying it when you add together your total assets 
on base and your community assets. ; 

But what you are doing: You are comparing community assets at 
$96 and sometimes you eliminate them because of the price range. 
And what I am saying to you is this: If you were going to come in 
with a comparable, a really comparable situation, you would have to 
take the house that rented for $162, assuming the furnishing of these 
sale facilities. 

Secretary Bryan. That is right. ’ 

Mr. Harpy. And compare it, rather than the one that rents for $96. 
Is that right or is it wrong? ; 

Secretary Bryant. No, that is right. Your fundamental premise 
is correct. We don’t rule out houses that are available in the com- 
munity for reasonable sums above the actual living allowance of the 
occupants, military occupants. 

I don’t know exactly where a good cutoff would be, but 100 or 105. 

You say, and properly, that is still a discrepancy, and it is. 

The Cuarrman. Well, of course, aren’t we in this kind of a position, 
Mr. Hardy ¢ 

The services must have houses. 

Mr. Harpy. That I agree to. 

The CuatrmMan. We tried to lay down a program here to have di- 
rect appropriated houses. We put about 100,000 in the bill. About 
that time it broke out in the Senate what was going into the Wherry 
houses. Then the Department said, “Well, we don’t care where they 
come from, whether it is direct appropriation or not, we have to have 
the houses.” 

They jumped in and built about 87,000 Wherry houses, that cost 
around $9,000. 

When the Government would get the title to those units, it costs us 
$52,000—for a house that originally cost $9,000. Well, then, they 
jumped in on the Capehart house. And the Capehart program is a 
little bit better than the Wherry houses. They have all gotten away 
from the fact that in the long run the Government bears the burden. 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. And they are trying to fool themselves. 

My doctrine of life has always been, if you are going to deceive 
anybody, never deceive yourself. [Laughter. ] - 

The Cuarrman. I don’t try to fool myself. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrMan. But we are up against it. Because there can be no 
doubt that houses have a very strong morale effect. And of course, 
we are just thinking that we are going to amortize them over a period 
of years out of the money that is allowed to the personnel for quar- 
ters, but when you add to that the maintenance and all these other 
things you see how much it costs. 
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Mr. Harpy. That is the thing that is bothering me, Mr. Chairman. 
1 think we have been fooling ourselves. 

Now, I will just try to cut mine short, but I have one or two other 
questions. 

The CuarrmMan. Let some of these members inquire. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. I didn’t mean to take up so much time. 

On this Wherry business, that the chairman just raised, you have 
given us a figure in your statement, Mr. Bryant, of the number that 
have been taken over and show a total of 60,183 Wherry units as 
having been acquired. Have all of them been rehabilitated 

The Cuarmman. I can’t hear you. <A little louder. I can’t hear you. 

Mr. Harpy. I am just inquiring as to whether all of the Wherries 
that have been acquired have been rehabilitated and put into use. 

Secretary Bryant. They are in use. They have not all been re- 
habilitated. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, you still have a rehabilitation program going on! 

Secretary Bryant. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Of this 60,183 units, when you get through with your 
rehabilitation program, how many units will you have ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I can’t answer that offhand. 

The reduction in units varies with the projects. Some had original- 
ly a greater number of one-bedroom accommodations than others, and 
in those units we lost more units in building two bedrooms 

Mr. Harpy. That is why I asked the question. Because I know it 
does vary, but I would have thought that somewhere you would have a 
computation of the number that > you realized out of this 60,000. Did 
you vs 15,000 of them ? 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I recall in one project I think you were losing 
almost a third. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, that would have been a high proportion. 
I can give you those figures, Mr. Hardy. I just don’t have them with 
me. 

(The information is as follows:) 

As of December 31, 1959, 60,183 units of Wherry housing had been acquired. 
Based on present plans for repair and improvement of these units, it is antici- 
pated that there will be 57,442 residual units after the rehabilitation has been 
completed. 

Mr. Harpy. I think we should have them. And also I think we 
ought to have, Mr. Chairman, a figure on what these Wherries are 
going to wind up costing us per unit. 

(The information is as follows: ) 


Total cost per residual unit of acquiring, repairing, and improving Wherry 
housing (for projects where settlement has been made) : 














Average cost | Average out- | Average cost 
of equity standing of rehabili- Total cost 
mortgage tation 
I I oon nk sins dee cep ewnics $1, 730 $8, 044 $2, 100 $11, 797 
Navy (residual unit)...........-- odealdaca bie Aten 1, 499 7, 949 2, 400 11, 781 
Pe SS ee 1, 673 7, 352 2, 700 11, 690 
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Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I mean per unit that is left. 

The CHarrMan. And also put in there this—the average amount 
that you spent in repair of the Wherry houses. 

(The information is as follows :) 


The average cost of renovating and improving all Wherry housing projects 
funded as of December 1959 is $2,440 per residual unit. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, we had an understanding with you that it 
should not exceed more than $3,500 per unit. 

Mr. KevLener. $3,000. 

Mr. Harpy. $3,000, wasn’t it ? 

The CHarrmMan,. $3,000. 

Mr. Harpy. It was my motion, that it was too high. 

The CuarrmMan,. That is right, $3,000. 

So let’s see what it costs us to put these Wherry houses in condition. 

Mr. Harpy. Now can I ask him one quick question about this ques- 
tion of adequacy. 

Now, you indicated you are tearing down quite a few inadequate 
houses. Are most of those old Lanham Act houses ? 

Secretary Bryant. Most of them, sir, are, or they are reconverted 
barracks type. 

Mr. Harpy. Can you tell me what is the status of Ben Moreel 
project at Norfolk ? 

Secretary Bryant. I can't. 

Mr. Harpy. Will you have somebody find out what its status is for 
me, and let me know ? 

Secretary Bryant. I will, sir. 

(The information is as follows :) 

In 1942, 1,362 units of low-cost war housing were constructed at Norfolk, Va., 
pursuant to authorization and appropriation contained in Public Law 781, 86th 
Congress (September 9, 1940). These units were rental housing until 1952 at 
which time they were designated public quarters. They are presently occupied 


entirely by enlisted personnel and are considered adequate public quarters by 
the Department of the Navy. 


Mr. Harpy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Now I am going to defer 
my further questions. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let up right there. I want to get it clear in 
my mind. In these Wherry houses that you acquired, are you declar- 
ing any of them as not standard ? 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir, none of them. 

The CHatrMan. All of them are declared standard ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then your policy is to go ahead and spend money 
to improve them to meet your requirement ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, after you do that, then later on, will they be 
classified as unstandard and not up to your standards? 

Secretary Bryant. No,sir. They will be qualified as standard hous- 


ing. 
Mr. Keriener. Under the law, Mr. Chairman, they cannot be de- 
clared inadequate. 
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The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Ketiener. Under the law they cannot be declared substandard, 

The CHarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Keviener. They all will be public quarters after they are im- 
proved. 

The Cuamman. Then the law prohibits any Wherry house from 
being declared substandard ? 

Mr. Keviener. Correct. 

Secretary Bryant. Approximately 12 percent. 

Mr. Coneian. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question on this point? 

The Cuairman. Yes, right on that point. 

Mr. Conetan. On the Wherry housing, Mr. Secretary, how much 
in existence has not been acquired ? 

Secertary Bryant. Approximately 12 percent. 

Mr. Conetan. Twelve percent has not been acquired. 

Secretary Bryant. Right. 

Mr. Conetan. Now, do we have any—what is the occupancy factor 
as far as military personnel is concerned ? 

Secretary Bryant. The reason that we have not acquired some, or 
all of these 12 percent, is because they do not provoke any problem. 
They have a high degree of rental occupancy. There are no difficul- 
ties about the rental cost due to high taxes and things of that nature. 
They are operated in good fashion. 

The sponsor is reasonably satisfied. And we have no great com- 
plaints. 

In other words, this is the last remaining group about which there 
is the least trouble. 

Mr. CoHELan. Well, is it expected that we ultimately will wind up 
with the remaining 12 percent ? 

Secretary Bryant. I do not think all of them; no. I think because 
of mission changes, perhaps, some of these will prove not to be neces- 
sary. There will be some other factors. I could not give you an esti- 
mate, but my own feeling about it at this time is that there may be 
some 6 or 8 percent which will not. be acquired. I don’t know 
exactly. 

Mr. Conetan. Do we have any regulation or control over the 
quality or the upkeep of this nonacquired Wherry? Do we have any 
control at all? 

Secretary Bryant. Oh, yes. These are constantly under inspection 
and observation by the military in charge of the installation which 
it serves. 

Mr. Conetan. And how about the rentals?) How are the rentals 
set in this nonacquired housing ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, the rentals, the same way. We are given 

reports constantly by the installations commanders as to any changes 

in rental requirements which can only occur after the sponsor satisfies 
the FHA that the original rent is an impossible figure by virtue par- 
ticularly of increased costs of maintenance, and taxes in greater ex- 
tent, even. When that occurs, those reporied as problem projects 
which we take another look at, then. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Secretary, would you be kind enough to supply 
for the record what the range of rentals is in that particular group 
of nonacquired housing? 





ro 
SO: 
SG: 


tw 


th 
eV 
re 


th 
da 
hi 
CO 
ex 


Ov 
th 
mi 
un 
hi 


ba 
Wi 


mi 
col 
wa 
Col 


cle 
sal 
of 


no 


-—™~ ae nr lO! Ur !DlC OO OlCU 


pre 
sta 








ip 


se 
1S ~ 
ti- 
be 


he 
ny 


on 
ch 


ils 


en 
res 
ies 
\r- 
‘X- 


ly 
up 








Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

(The information requested i is as follows:) 

The range of rentals, including all utilities, for one-, two-, three-, and four-bed- 
room units in unacquired Wherry housing projects is as follows: Army, from 
$64.55 to $156 per month; Navy, from $50 to $128 per month; Air Force, from 
$68 to $157 per month. 

Mr. Coueian. At the present time. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Crairman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Rivers, have you any questions? 

Mr. Rivers. I hate to take up the time of the Sec retary, but I have 
two or three questions, since everybody is having questions. 

First, Mr. Secretary, I want to get squared off on that 160 figure 
that Mr. Hardy developed. Did I understand you to say that for 
every house or quarters that a man in the service pays $90 for, he is 
receiving the equivalent of $160 ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. He is receiving the equivalent in this respect, 
that he does not have to pay, as a houseowner would, the incidental, 
day-to-day costs of maintenance, and he does not have to pay out of 
his own pocket if it is a public quarters, such as these are, the utility 
costs—heat, light, water, and other incidents of operation. So, to that 
extent, and those figures being on the order of magnitude of what Mr. 
Hardy said, what he is actually getting is $150 to $160 rental. 

Mr. Rivers. So anybody who buys a house—if you go out down 
over here in Virginia somewhere to buy a house for $12,000 and get 
the FHA to take the paper, when you will have finished paying your 
monthly obligation to the FHA or whatever insurance company 
underwrites it, and with the guarantor or whoever finances it, it costs 
him $160 a month, on a $12,000 investment. 

Secretary Bryan. It may. It would depend, of course, on the 
basic rent and what was provided in the way of services and what 
was provided in the way of utilities by that particular builder. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. Of course, I don’t think anybody on this com- 
mittee was ever for the Capehart and the Wherry to start with. We 
could not get anything else. I never have been for it. I was al- 
ways for appropriated houses. I think the chairman was. We just 
could not get them. 

Secretary Bryant. Of course, in that respect, Mr. Hardy made it 
clear that, assuming that the appropriated housing would cost the 
same, the man who occupied that housing would get the same order 
of magnitude of value. . 

Mr. Rivers. I understand that, but at least we do not own anything 
not connected with it. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, we own the property in the case of the 
Capehart, too. 

Mr. Rivers. You did not own the Wherry ? 

Secretary Bryant. No; we did not own the Wherry. 

Mr. Rivers. We made an improvement in the Capehart. 

Secretarv Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, you have to take into consideration the 
proximity of that man to his very sensitive assignment. For in- 
stance, SAC: He ha as to be close to the installation. 

Secretary Bryant. That isr ight, sir. 
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Mr. Rivers. You got to take into account the invaluable asset of 
morale, of a man in whom you have invested many, many thousands 
of dollars as a technician. Say an electronic sergeant aboard an air- 
plane or an A. & W. site, or one of those assignments which require 
a lot of education. Or take, for instance, a first lieutenant on a 
bomber. We got, what, $120,000 invested in him, serving on a B-58, 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You have to take into consideration those things. 

Secretary Bryant. We do. And I think, in that connection, it 
might be well to point out 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, I don’t want to disparage what Mr. Hardy 
says. Your just talking in figures. 

Mr. Harpy. I am just trying to develop what the situation is. 

Mr. Rivers. The figures, yes. 

Secretary Bryant. I think it might be well at that point to say 
this. It is inevitable that the primary occupants of these Capehart 
houses, onbase houses, whether they are MCA or Capehart, will be 
those people who are most intimately connected with the operation 
and those, as you say, who have the responsibility of being closest 
to their jobs and have the career type of investment—at least we have 
an investment in their careers. So, there are some reasons for this 
apparent discrepancy between people. 

Mr. Rivers. I was interested—TI think that has been explained. I 
just wanted to get that figure in my head, about the surplus com- 
modity housing, primarily in Europe—I think you said Japan is 
another recipient of that program. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, this last year in Europe they have had the worst 
drought that they have had in many, many years. I think it is one 
of the worst on record. As a whole, the consuming public in Europe 
are short of wheat, this last year—as a general proposition, I imagine. 
So they would need some surplus commodities. And I imagine Eng- 
land would be among those. That is one of the main recipients of sur- 
plus commodities, along with Spain. Spain is short in everything. 

Now, I know England needs some kind of housing. I saw that on 
nearly every trip, including last year. Yet I think you gave the Third 
Air Force in England 70 units; is that right? I believe it was 70 
units. It wasn’t over that because they need them. Why would you 
cut—and they got use in England. I don’t care what the prosperity 
index shows. They need some consumer foods. And our Air Force 
needs some housing. We have about 35,000 dependents there. You 
know that, don’t you? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Well—— 

Secretary Bryant. I think the answer is this. The pound sterling 
is so improved in comparison with the dollar that England doesn’t 
need to acquire these surplus commodities on a nation-to-nation agree- 
ment, which is where these funds are created. They are buying them 
in the open market, with their stronger currency. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, they need consumer goods, though. Money 
cannot help that. If they can buy them, they will buy them. 
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Secretary Bryant. Yes, I know. But the commodity credits are 
created only on this purchase from nation to nation. They bought 
from us because at the time that their currency was weak, they could 
do a better job in buying our surplus than they could on the open 
market. 

Mr. Rivers. We will sell it to them at any price they will pay for 
it, on surplus commodities. It is only the Agriculture Department 
that set that. 

And why I asked you that: I got this word from the horse’s mouth, 
Bob Anderson, Mr. Secretary Anderson. Our currenc y balance in 
Europe is lower than it has ‘oi in many, many years. ‘And there is 
a reason for us to build it up. 

Now, we are going to build it up in some countries by way of pur- 
chase of these jet aircraft, the 707’s. They are going to spend some 
there, and it will build up our investment abroad. But England, for 
instance, now has a lot of money in the bank and they need things. 

I mentioned wheat. And if they need wheat, they need tobacco, 
too, because it comes out of the ground. And they have had the worst 
drought that they have ever had since Ican remember. And that goes 
for the entire Western Europe. They had to ration traffic on the 
Rhine River, the water was so low. And, as I said, it was all over 
Europe. 

So, I think, if somebody would look into this, you will find that 
there is more of an opportunity to do some of the things we need to 
do for the very imperative thing, of putting roofs over the heads of 
our people on the island of Gre: at Britain. 

Because, as you remember, we moved two or three units out of 
France into Britain and the housing, as you say, is needed. 

Secretary Bryan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And I think 70 units is not at all adequate, 

Secretary Bryant. Mr. Rivers, I want to assure you that we have 
worked most diligently on the effort to find surplus commodity credits 
that we could use, particularly for the purposes that you rec ited here, 
in England and elsewhere on the Continent. And the source has 
simply. dried up. 

There are other calls upon these surplus commodity credits besides 
ourselves. Whether or not they actually are of more importance is a 
debatable matter. We have said that ours should be given primary 
consideration in the allocation of these funds that are so generated. 

This is a pretty deep subject. I am sure that Secretary Anderson 
would have better answers than I can give you, and perhaps the De- 
partment of Agriculture would have better responses than I can give 
you. 

But, believe me, we have diligently pursued this type, or these types 
of funds, for the very reasons that you are giving. 

Mr. Rivers. I am not positive that there are certain areas in the 
Department of Agriculture that favor this program too much. Are 
you! 

Secretary Bryant. I must answer that Iam not. 

Mr. Arenns. Will the gentleman from South Carolina yield? 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t think they are trying to dispose 

Mr. Arenps. Will the gentleman yield ¢ 
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Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Arenps. When you are mentioning wheat and tobacco, will 
you put in a little corn? 

Mr. Rivers. It all depends on whether it is liquid or solid, 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. Secretary, I think if you would cause to have that explored / 
Now, Secretary Anderson is concerned, because he puts it in the news- 
paper. And he also told a group of us, and he said he is telling every 
group of Congressmen he can get in touch with, that our currency 
balance in Europe is low. That “indicates prosperity in Europe. 

Now, if they got prosperity, they can positively buy some of the 
things we have in surplus: 707 airplanes; wheat; tobacco; corn, 
whether it is solid or liquid, from Illinois; or any other thing we have 
that is surplus. [Laughter. | 

So why should we (1) deny our men who need it, and women, and 
(2) spend our dollars? It just doesn’t make sense. 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. We are in exact accord. 

Mr. Rivers. When I headed housing for Mr. Vinson, as you re- 
member we didn’t have the complete cooperation of certain areas on 
making available money. You remember that trouble we had getting 
stuff for France, and all those things. I don’t think—I think they 
are giving you lip service. And we are just causing our taxpayers 
to spend dollars. 

Now, I want to get back to this little 810, I think it is. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I think I had something to do with that section being 
put in the housing bill, as you know. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And the reason I asked the chairman of that committee 
to put it in there—I wasn’t the author of that. Senator Sparkman 
I think put it in the Senate bill, and Mr. Rains put it in the House 
bill. It was on an experimental basis, of 5,000 units. The reason it 
was done was to make available housing in communities where there 

rasn’t any housing Because under the law you can’t build a housing 
mee ar and rent the units to enlisted or officer personnel and get the 
Federal Housing Administration to buy the paper. There just isn’t 
any provision of law for that. 

So whenever you had a dispersal of an airbase, or a fleet, or what 
have you, and you had people in your community who couldn’t get 
housing, I wanted to find some way to provide them with housing 
when the Defense Department didn’t see fit to put up Wherry or 
whatever kind of project we felt that they needed. 

Now, the mechanics of it—I am not a housing expert, but that was 
worked out. And the reason they gave you the veto power was be- 
cause of the things that you said. So, now, you do have the veto power. 

Secretary Bryant. We have the veto power. 

Mr. Rivers. So your concern can veto any of them, which attests 
to the fact that you haven't recognized any of them. If you don’t 
need them, you shouldn’t build them. 

And I say if there is a need for housing in a community, and you 
don’t give them the Capehart, where are they going to get it ? 
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Secretary Bryant. That is a good question, and I have been unable 
to answer it in any fashion that is satisfactory to the Defense De- 
partment, including this 810. 

[ gave, as 1 thought, the best reasons that we had for our concern. 
I did not say that there might not be some areas in which on an ex- 
perimental basis this might be justified and might work. 

Mr. Rivers. This is an experimental basis, you know. He said that 
on the floor. 

Secretary Bryant. Pardon? 

Mr. Rivers. This is an experimental basis, that we made available. 

Secretary Bryan. I realize that. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Secretary Bryant. The trouble is that these projects already are 
being developed in areas—— 

Mr. Rivers. That is all I have. 

Secretary Bryant. Which don’t lend themselves readily to our pur- 
poses, and yet don’t qualify, as you said, under section 202 or 207. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Secretary Bryanr. Of public housing. 

Mr. Rivers. Public housing. 

Secretary Bryant. And we are in this rather difficult position. 

In the first place, we can’t certify to the need because we can’t 
certify that the military who are in this area would go in there if 
they are offered the opportunity, and we can’t force them. 

In the second place, we have no direct control over the rents, as I 
mentioned, among others. 

And in the third place, we wouldn't know what to do with them in 
the way of management because they are outside of our control. They 
are off base. We can only suggest. We have so many problems. 

And we also have to certify not only that there is a military need 
for these, but that they will not impinge upon the rentals of other 
types of housing in the area—in other words, reduce FHA’s mortgage 
guaranteed housing facilities in that vicinity. 

Now, this is a very difficult thing to undertake. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, all that is handled down at FHA. They 
take care of that. 

Secretary Bryant. They tell us. 

Mr. Rivers. They would. They take care of the schedule. Be- 
cause they do. 

Secretary Bryant. I know they do. 

Mr. Rivers. They take care of the schedule. Of course you wouldn’t 
have control of it. But they take care of the schedule. As I say, as 
an experiment it may be good. My people didn’t take any advantage 
of it, so I didn’t have a thing to gain. 

But there ought to be some reason or some way to make provision 
for military people who are thrust into a community against their 
will, rather than thrown to the wolves in these communities. And 
I have them in mind, and I venture to say Mr. Hardy has. In every 
community that I have ever seen, you have real estate people that 
would gut the military on any chance they get. And they do 
every day. 





2746 





Secretary Bryant. Perhaps I was overly concerned about the his- 
tory of Wherry, which is a high degree of comparison here, and overly 
cautious. 

Mr. Vinson has said that to provide another review board, if you 
want, against these projects which are developed and which are pushed 
at us—he proposes to put them in a line item category, just as the 
Capeharts are. 

Mr. Rivers. I would prefer to see something worked out. I don’t 
know what the chairman exactly has in mind. That is why I asked 
hin. 

I would like to see it worked out where if a community needed them, 
needed something along that philosophy, something could be worked 
out, rather than repeal that section. 

I don’t know anyone in my part of the world who applied for 
them. I though they got housing in some other way, in my part of 
the world. 

But there ought to be something worked out in that form of con- 
cept, where you can provide for it. I hope to see something worked 
out by the chairman. 

The Cuatrrman. May I say, I have prepared to lay before the com- 
mittee for its consideration an amendment dealing with section 810, 
in this manner: 

Section 406 (a) of Public Law 85-241, as amended, is amended by inserting 
a comma after the word “activities,” and add the following: “And no certificates 
with respect to any family housing units shall be issued by the Secretary of 


Defense or his designee under section 810 of the National Housing Act, as 
amended.” 


Then with that amendment, it would read this way: 


Notwithstanding the provision of any other law, and effective July 1, 1958. 
no family housing unit, other than housing units required to be acquired 
pursuant to the provision of section 404 of the Housing Amendments of 1955, 
shall be contracted for or acquired at or in support of military installations or 
activities, and no certificates with respect to any family housing units shall be 
issued by the Secretary of Defense or his designee under section 810 of the 
National Housing Act, as amended, unless the actual number of units involved 
have been specifically authorized by annual Military Construction Authorization 
Act. 

Now, may I ask Mr. Bryant—Commander, give him that. 

Now, what comments have you to say on dealing with that subject 
in that manner ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I heard you this morning, Mr. Chairman, 
and I anticipated that this proposed amendment would be offered. 
I have no critical comments. 

We feel that this should have the same degree of scrutiny as the 
Capehart program or the MCA program. 

I would say that it certainly would insure a greater degree of 
comfort so far as we are concerned that the section 18 housing or 
project that was involved receive the consideration and approv: al of 
this committee, in addition to our own endorsement. 

The Cuarrman. Well, there are some 5,000 units involved in this 
section. And I don’t think this committee should sit quietly by and 
lose complete control of 5,000 units. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, that is going to die with the housing bill. 
That is only good for a year, or may ybe 2 years. 
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The CHarrmMan. Now 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, now. Let me finish. 

Have you finished yet taking my time ¢ 

The Coatrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t want to yield any more if you don’t need it. 

The Cuarrman. I recognize you. 

Mr. Rivers. Will you yield back the time ? 

The Cuatrman. I will yield back all the time. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you. I haven’t finished. I mean you don’t 
have to. [Further laughter. ] 

I would just rather see the thing repealed. 

Who is going to institute them? Ev ery contractor in the United 
States, under Mr. Vinson’s amendment, will send you a list of housing 
units he wants to build. And you have to bring them up to this 
committee and see whether or not we ought to approve them. And 
then you will screen those who you think should be screened. 

Secretary Bryant. You may be sure tht we won’t bring them back 
until we first endorse them. 

The Cuamrman. May I ask Mr. Rivers, if you don’t do the same 
thing with the Capehart housing ? 

Mr. Rivers. No, sir. The contractor goes down here in the FHA 
and institutes it, itself, under the 810. 

The Cuairman. I know, but you are putting him in the picture 
now. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, now. 

The Cuarrman. You are forcing him in. 

Mr. Rivers. This thing here just repeals it. And I would rather 
see it re shag 

Secretary Bryanv. I think it will work a delay, certainly, because 
it has to be before the committee. 

Mr. Harpy. Wouldn’t you just as soon repeal it, Mr. Bryant? 

Secretary Bryant. I wouldn't go that far. I will tell you why. 
Because I haven't got anything else. I have talked to Mr. Congress- 
man Rivers about this before, # and other people in the Congress. As 
long as we have nothing else that we can offer as a substitute for 
this type of situation which Mr. Rivers has so eloquently portrayed, 
I think it should have a chance. And we intend to give it a chance. 
I mentioned the problems that we have, and they are real. 

But there are undobutedly places—— 

Mr. Rivers. My people didn’t fool with it. They sad it was too 
cumbersome. I didn’t know how to work it out. 

Secretary Bryant. Well 

Mr. Rivers. There ought to be some provision. 

We have this dispersal thing coming into effect, and it is going to 
get larger and larger. There ‘ought to be something. You can't go 
out and build Capehart houses all over the lot. 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir; we cannot. 

Mr. Rivers. You might want to liberalize it some and say we won't 
certify the permanency of the ae But something should be 
worked out. I am convinced of it. I don’t know to what extent it 
should be. 

But you want to repeal it. I have better sense than to oppose my 
chairman if he wants to repeal something, I will tell you that. 
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The Cuatrman. I don't think we want to blow hot and cold. 

Mr. Rivers. No. I don’t think so, either. 

The Cuatrman. Not long ago the committee wanted to take juris- 
diction of matters and we went along and took jurisdiction. 

Now, here are 5,000 units involved. Now, what does the law say / 

No mortgage shall be insured under this section unless the Secretary of De- 
fense or his designee shall have certified to the commission that (1) houses * * * 
are covered by the insured mortgages necessary in the interest of national 
defense in order to provide adequate housing for military personnel and essential 
civilian personnel serving or employed in connection with installation of one of 
the armed services of the United States. 

Certainly, the Department of Defense is involved in this kind of 
matter. 

Mr. Rivers. They wouldn't institute them. 

The Cuamman. And, therefore, I say this committee should be 
involved in it and we should know all the facts. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, Mr. Chairman, you were on the floor, and 
I was on the floor, when that thing passed last year. 

But we did the same thing in the Capehart. We shouldn’t have 
lost control of the Capehart. We haven’t a thing to do with the 
Capehart. 

Secretary Bryant. Every one of them—— 

The Cuatrman. Not a one can go in there unless it is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait. I am talking about the law which extends the 
Capehart, in the conditions of the organic act which creates the Cape- 
hart housing. That is handled by another committee. We don't 
write the law. 

Mr. Harpy. We have enough trouble getting back authority from 
the executive branch of Government, let alone fooling with the other 
committees of the House. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. We made a mistake to start with by not writing 
the Capehart law, as the chairman knows. 

I don’t object to that. But I don’t want the record to go unchal- 
lenged that there wasn’t a good reason. 

And I want to say this in behalf of Mr. Rains. He didn’t put that 
thing in there without first putting it in there that you were going 
to screen them. 

Secretary Bryant. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. He said he wouldn’t want to do it. He wanted to do it. 

The Cuamman. We want to have two screens. We want to have 
the Department screen it and then the committee screen it, It is our 
responsibility as well as somebody else. 

Mr. Rivers. I think you ought to repeal that. 

The Cuaman. Any further questions? 

Mr. Rivers. No. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. Mr. 





Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. I want to say this, Mr. Chairman. 

I read your statement again. That is one of the best statements T 
think you have ever presented to this committee. I want to say that. 

The Cuatmrman. Thank you, Mr. Rivers. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you. 

The CratrMan. Mr. Kilday, any questions ? 

Mr. Kirpay. Just one I think at this time, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Secretary, on the inadequate quarters, you suggested an 
amendment that vou would request. 

Secretary Bryanr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. In connection with this bill. 

You will recall that the committee was always reluctant about giv- 
ing you this power to rent substandard quarters for less than the quar- 
ters allowance. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Because we were pretty well convinced from the be- 
vinning that, if you get the right to keep them and rent them, there 
would be a reluctance to giving them up. 

And, apparently, there are a certain number of people in the world 
who are Just sort of born slum dwellers, in which where they can get 
slum conditions to live in, whether in the military or not, they will 
take them. 

Now, of course, we run into just what we feared in the beginning. 
They should be either rehabilitated or destroyed, in 2 years now where 
an extension is asked for. 

What would you think, instead of phrasing the language that you 
proposed which would give the Secretary power to determine that the 
destruction would not be in the interest of the armed services, and so 
on, if he could exempt them up until July of 1962—that instead of 
that, we use the kind of language that you stated here as being the 
reasons Which make this necessary, that other quarters had not been 
provided or that the base is not going to be permanent or that the 
rehabilitation of other quarters have not been completed, or somie- 
thing of that kind, in order to take the pressure off 4 Remember, each 
commanding officer is going to be under pressure on his base to retain 
these substandard quarters. And if we nail you down to the specific 
reasons for which you can retain them any longer, that we could come 
nearer getting them rehabilitated or destroyed 4 

Secretary Bryanr. Well, I will try to answer that, Mr. Kilday, the 
best I can. 

In the first place, we not only have the philosophy of this committee 
which has been guiding us but also the Bureau of the Budget. They 
do not like this business of rental, or what amounts to a return to the 
occupant of the portion of his living quarters that is above the rental 
price. 

I had wanted to get something a little more broad in here, but this 
is the best I can do. 

But this extends—and I know why this committee is reluctant to 
continue this extension period. But I think that the record that I 
gave discloses the reasons that prompt us at this time to ask for 1 
year, instead of 6 months, which the Bureau first suggested when we 
brought this up. 

We know our Capehart programs, some of which are going to re- 
place some of these 3,000 that I mentioned, will not be occupiable by 
January 1. And, as I said, we are more than certain that those, if 
they are approved by this committee for fiscal 1961, will not have been 
completed 

Mr. Kirpay. Well, you mentioned Capehart being in process and 
not completed. 
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Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. And you had one or two other alternatives. 

Secretary Bryant. As to the rest of them, there will be about 600 
that are not involved in Capehart replacements which are at stations 
or installations which are questionable so far as the mission and/or 
the continuation of that station is concerned. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well 

Secretary Bryant. This is particularly true and concerns us outside 
of the Zone of the Interior. 

Mr. Kirpay. Mr. Chairman, if the language that the Secretary 
states he is going to propose is adopted, I think the report should 
make it clear what we mean by the right of the Secretary to determine, 
and that is that he determines it on the basis of these specific things. 

This thing is bound to be a horrible morale problem on base. You 
have each fellow comparing his quarters to the substandard quarters 
where the fellow is only putting up part of his quarter’s allowance 
and he is convinced that his are not better than the other fellow’s. 
These things are bound to be going on. 

My idea has always been: When the military commander has any- 
thing on his base that is substandard, he ought to tear it down as quick 
as he can. Other wise, it is in his inventory and is charged as “The 
Finest Center, the Finest Warehouse and Finest Quarters,” where it 
is practically unusable. 

When you have substandard quarters, run a tank through them or 
do something. 

Secretary Bryant. I agree with you. I think your own statements 
in your report should cover the points that you are making right here. 

These are out and they should be made clear in the report, and we 
expect them to be. And we will continue to report to this committee 
the diminution of this number as we meet these objectives. 

The Cuamman. Now, this, Mr. Kilday, is the language that I 
understand the Secretary desires. Read it, ( ‘ommander. 

Mr. SiatINsHeEKk (reading) : 





Section 508. Section 407 of the act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat 531, 557) as 
amended, is further amended by adding the following subsection. (g) “The 
Secretaries of Defense and Health, Education, and Welfare, in order to insure as 
far as possible that family housing under their jurisdiction is adequate as public 
quarters and fully utilized, shall maintain such continual surveillance and con- 
duct such periodic surveys of such quarters as they shall deem necessary for this 
purpose. Where either Secretary or his designee determines on the basis of such 
surveys that it is not in the best interests of the United States to improve, demo- 
lish or otherwise dispose of any quarters which have been determined inadequate 
under this section, they may exempt such quarters from the requirements of sub- 
section (e) of this section. 

Provided, that any quarters so exempted must be improved, demolished or 
otherwise disposed of not later than July 1, 1962. 


Mr. Kinpay. Now, if that is to go in, I would suggest that we put 
in the report the instances that the Secretary has mentioned, making it 
necessary. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, right there, may I ask this question ? 

Under that provision—take a house at “X” base, they would con- 
tinue to occupy it, but they could not do any maintenance or anything. 
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Secretary Bryant. Oh, no, maintenance will go on. But being sub- 
standard quarters, they will be on a rental basis, rather than the 
forfeiture of quarters allowance. 

The Cratrman. Thank you, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Arends, any questions? 

Mr. Arenps. I will be back. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hébert, any questions? 

Mr. Héserr. Mr. Secretary, I understood you to reply to a ques- 
tion by Mr. Hardy to say that the Capehart program was being cur- 
tailed. 

Secretary Bryanvr. It is being reduced in volume, as compared with 
previous years. 

Mr. Hrrerr. Why is that? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, because we are approaching what we think 
is a saturation point, and we do not want to overbuild. We are hav- 
ing difficulty in financing them anyway. We do not want too big a 
burden on the financial market, on the lending market. And we want 
to take a look at what communities may provide in additional oppor- 
tunities which need not be provided by Capehart. 

Mr. Hérerr. In other words, it is a cautious approach. 

Secretary Bryant. It is a cautious approach. 

Mr. Hé&serr. Now, in determining where Capehart is to be built, 
what consideration do you give to the permanency of the base? 

Secretary Bryant. That is the first consideration. 

Mr. Héserr. That is the first consideration / 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hevert. Well, I have in mind two places that I know of. One 
is at Fort Polk, La., in which great pressure was brought from the De- 
partment of Defense on this committee to authorize the building of 
Capehart housing there, and it was closed down within a year and 
cost the Government, I think, $500,000 or more to cancel the contract. 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Héserr. Does that indicate first consideration of permanency / 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

Consideration at the time that it was announced was firm. Subse- 
quent events demonstrated that it was a mistake. I hope we don’t 
make too many of those. 

Mr. Hénertr. Well, we will still stay in Louisiana. 

At Chennault Air Force Base in Lake Charles, Capehart housing 
was built over the protests of the local community, and Chennault 
Air Force Base is going to be closed 2 years Jater. That is another 
mistake. 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Héserr. Do you confine all the mistakes to Louisiana ? 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t think—[Laughter.] They are not con- 
fined to Louisiana. 

Mr. Becker. That isa good place to find them. 

Mr. Héserr. If the local community is in an uproar, it is all right. 
Those are just two mistakes. 

Secretary Bryant. Those are two mistakes. 

Mr. Héperr. Do you know in the remaining 48 states where similar 
mistakes were made? 
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Secretary Bryant. I think there may have been one or two more. 

You must remember—and this is one reason why, again, we are 
reducing our requirement this year, Mr. Hébert. And that is because 
the situation, particularly, in the Air Force, is in a greater flux than 
it has been, with respect to the use and occupancy of air bases. And 
this will grow in my opinion as we phase further into missiles and 
slow down the manned aircraft requirements. 

It is another good reason for trying to avoid the mistakes that vou 
mentioned. 

Mr. Héserr. Of course, the Defense Department moves in. 

I used to have a young fellow that used to drive my automobile, and 
when he hit another automobile he said it was a mistake. The car 
was still bent up. 

The Cuarmman. I think there is a base out—some airbase in Mich- 
igan, or Wisconsin—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Bong? 

The CHarrMAn. Yes. Hlow many Capehart houses ? 

Mr. KevLeuer. None were actually built there. Some were going 
to be built there, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Héserr. What I am trying to emphasize, Mr. Chairman, is the 
fact : It seems to me there should be some coordination in determining 
whether or not a base is going to be permanent or not going to be 
permanent. 

Here we have two instances where the economic situation was com- 
pletely thrown out of gear. People sutlered. The local community 
suffered. Because they made a mistake. And that is the only ex- 
planation. 

Secretary Bryranr. Well, as to Chennault, we did have a program, 
that is, we did have an approved program there, but we didn’t build 
them. 

At the time that we developed these requirements, we had to take 
a good deal of the basis for our approval from the programs of the 
services and their estimates and their then-planning programs. 

Fre think it would be very difficult for anybody, either in my position 

r perhaps even on this committee, to insure that the program of a 
given inilaxs department, even though they believed it at the time, 
is so fixed that it cannot and will not change. 

Mr. Heéserr. I think, Mr. Bryant, that anybody that accepts the 
military position that something is permanent is out of his mind. 
Because I have seen too many of these things that are permanent be 
hot permanent. 

Secretary Bryant. This bothers all of us. However, the require- 
ment is in there that to the best of our knowledge and belief at the 
time it is permanent. 

Mr. Heserr. Now, in connection with your statement—on page 4. 
you have this statement— 





to limit the acquisition of new real estate to the absolute minimum, to utilize 
existing Government-owned land wherever possible to meet new requirements. 


Now. the «nestion that I direct to you is not in construction but in 
leasing facilities. 
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What is the position of the Department of Defense where Govern- 
ment space is available in a community and the military leases private 
quarters or offices ? 

Secretary Bryant. To the best of our ability we screen the rental 

requirements against existing military—I mean Government-owned 
assets. Sometimes they don’t fit the mission requirement. 

Mr. Hesert. No; I am talking about when they fit the mission. 
I am not talking about some misfits. I am talking about when the 
facilities are available—offices or headquarters or something of that 
nature—is it the position of the Department of Defense to lease in 
private buildings when there is space available in Government build- 
ings ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. That is not our philosophy. 

Mr. Heéserr. That is not the philosophy. It may not be your 
philosophy. What is the practice ¢ 

Secretary Bryanv. The practice is to utilize whenever possible— 
and again I say if it fits the requirement—whatever Government space 
isavallable. 

Mr. Heéverr. If it is adeqaute / 

Secretary Bryant. Before we rent anything outside. 

Mr. Héverr. I just wanted to get the policy there. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. 

Mr. Héperr. I think you established that. 

Now, on page 54 you have this statement to make. I particularly 
refer this to the attention of the chairman : 

Section 510 would repeal section 2662, title 10, United States Code, and section 
3 of the Act of August 10, 1956 (70 Stat. 6836). These provisions, formerly con- 
tained in title 6 of Public Law 855, 82d Congress, provides that the Secretaries 
of the military departments and the Administrator of the Federal Civil Defense 
Administration shall come into agreement with the Armed Services Committees 
with respect to certain real estate actions involving $25,000 or more. The 
Attorney General has advised the President that these sections violate funda- 
mental constitutional principles and in view thereof, the President recommended 
to the Congress in his budget message earlier this vear that these sections be 
repealed. 

Now, if we adopt section 510 of the bill you submitted to us, we then 
repeal the existing law as related to the committees of Congress ? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Hiéserr. Mr. Chairman, I address it to you. 

Have you an amendment to offer to that ? 

The Cuatrman. I am going to propose—I will hand this to the 
counsel. Youhave it. Go ahead and read it now. 

That is what I drafted to meet that condition. 

You must bear this in mind: The President, in very strong language, 

said that he would instruct the departments not to pay any attention to 
it because the Attorney General advised him that it was not in accord- 
ance with the Constitution. 

Well, in view of that language, it is imperative that we do some- 
thing about it. 

Mr. Rivers. We should get a new Attorney General. 

The Crarrman. So I prepared this amendment for the considera- 
tion of the committee. 

Now, read it out. Now, this is the amendment. 
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Mr. SLATINSHEK (reading) : 





On page 49, strike all of section 510 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Title 10, United States Code, is amended as follows: 

“Section 2662 is amended to read: 

“ ‘Section 2662. Real property transactions: Reports to the Armed Services 
Committees. 

“*(a) The Secretary of a military department, or his designee, may not enter 
into any of the following listed transactions by or for the use of that department 
until after the expiration of thirty days from the date upon which a report of the 
facts concerning the proposed transaction is submitted to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives : 

“*(1) An acquisition of fee title to any real property, if the estimated 
price is more than $100,000. 

“"(2) A lease of any real property to the United States, if the estimated 
annual rental is more than $100,000. 

“"(3) A lease of real property owned by the United States, if the esti- 
mated annual rental is more than $100,000. 

“*(4) A transfer of real property owned by the United States to another 
Federal agency or another military department or to a State, if the estimated 
value is more than $100,000. 

“"(5) A report of excess real property owned by the United States to a 
disposal agency, if the estimated value is more than $100,000. 

If a transaction covered by clause (1) or (2) is part of a project, the report 
must include a summarization of the general plan for that project, including an 
estimate of the total cost of the lands to be acquired or leases to be made. 

“*(b) The Secretary of each military department shall report quarterly to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives on transactions described in subsection (a) that involve an estimated 
value of more than $5,000 but not more than $100,000. 

“*(c) This section applies only to real property in the United States and 
Puerto Rico. It does not apply to real property for river and harbor projects 
or flood-control projects, or to leases of Government-owned real property for 
agricultural or grazing purposes. 

“*(d) A statement in an instrument of conveyance, including a lease, that 
the requirements of this section have been met, or that the conveyance is not 
subject to this section, is conclusive.’ 

“(2) Chapter 159 is amended by deleting the following item in the analysis :” 


This is the technical change. 


The CHarrman. Now, you see the weakness under the old statute or 


the present law, that says they must “come into agreement.” And 
that raises a constitutional question. 

All this amendment does is to say that the Department shall submit 
the information to the committee, and it stands in status quo for 30 
days. 

Now, let’s be realistic. Suppose we don’t act? What is it proposed 
to do? 

Then, the responsibility is ours to introduce a resolution to keep 
them from carrying it out. That is all. 

Mr. Kivpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kupay. Just a suggestion to be considered if and when we 
come to consider the amendment : 

You don’t take care of the contingency of when Congress is not in 
session. 

The CHarrman. Well—— 

Mr. Kitpay. We will find that language in the last Reorganization 
Act, to be substituted. 

The Cuarrman. I remember that when we were drafting it. 

Mr. Kitpay. Then you will have a report made to the committee. 
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My understanding is that the Speaker will object to that pretty 
strongly. He feels that it should be made to the Speaker of the House 
and the President of the Senate. 

The Cuairman. Well, I am inclined to think it is on simpler ground 
to make it to the Congress, instead of the two committees. 

But by this language, taking care of your recess and the other 
language in here, of having it submitted to the C ongress instead of 
the two committees, we are absolutely on constitutional grounds. 

Mr. Hézerr. In other words, Mr. Chairman, the proposed amend- 
ment will take care 

The Cuairman. We are going to take it up when we reach it in the 
bill. 

Mr. Héserr, It will take care of the President’s objection ? 

The Cuarnan. That is right. We have to meet. that objection. 

Mr. Héperr. Now, can you tell the committee why it was raised to 
$100,000, instead of $25,000 ? 

The Cuarman. Well, I just think this. I think that is a fair 
amount, to give them a leeway. If the committee don’t want the 
$100,000, why, that is all right. 

Mr. Héserr. It is plenty of leeway to give them, $100,000. 

Mr. Rivers. That represents the inflation between the two—— 

Mr. Harpy. Will the chairman accept an amendment reducing it 
to $1,000? 

The Cuairnman. Well, of course 

Mr. Harpy. If you are going to give it away—what you have done 
here is just like handing them a pot of catfish. 

The Carman. We will take care of it when we come to executive 
session. 

The Cuatrman. Any questions, Mr. O’Konski ? 

Mr. O’Konskt. No. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Becker, have you any questions ? 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to say, in view of 
your very forthright statement this morning, being bold and dynamic 
in its coveration of the situation, I go along with you and I am going 
to wait until your amendments and the suggestions you have to make 
on the legislation. 

The Crarrman. Thank you. 

And I was in hopes that might be the prevailing thought with every 
member of the committee. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Becker. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. O’Konsktr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. 

The Cuarrman. That is why I started off with Mr. Hardy, to get 
him out of the way. 

Mr. O’Konskt. May I ask one question ? 

Mr. Harpy. That is all right. I have some more recruits coming. 

Mr. Conenan. Yes, sir. 

The Coatrman. Mr. O’Konski. 

Mr. O’Konskt. Pertaining to the cancellation of the contract. over 
at Bong Air Base at Kansasville, Wis., I was opposed to the con- 
struction of that base in the very beginning. I understand that there 
is about $23 million already expended on the project. It is going 
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to cost about $4 million to cancel the contract. And with the addi- 
tion of about another $4 million, that base could be built into a 
class I airfield. 

There is a proposition now whereby this property is supposed to be 
transferred to the GSA. 

The way the property is left now, it is a blighted area. If the 
Air Force went to any other foreign country and left a piece of land 
as blighted as that piece of land, I think ‘that the foreign country 
would send us out. We would not think of leaving a blighted area 
like that in any foreign country. And here the contracts are going 
to be canceled, the cost of which is going to be approximately $4 
million. Why wouldn’t it be more feasible to spend another $4 mil- 
lion? It will only be about half of the money that was actually 
authorized and appropriated for the project. As it is right now, 
the GSA is going to be stuck with that property. Nobody is inter- 
ested in it. It will not get a dollar for it. Whereas, if they ex- 
pended another $4 million on it, there would still be sufficient mone v 
left over, and have it made a class A-1 airstrip out of it. The Mid- 
dle West is becoming extremely crowded for airbase facilities. com- 
mercially, particularly. 

It is adjacent to O*Hare Field, where many times the fog comes in 
and they cannot land there. It could be used very easily for an 
emergency landing field. 

The same thing with Milwaukee, Wis. which is more inland. 
They tell me that it usually takes about 3 or 4 hours for fog to go 
over that area, when it goes over O'Hare Air Base Field or over 
Milwaukee. 

I think it would be a wise expenditure on the part of the Air Force 
to complete the strip, rather than leave a blighted area, the way it is. 
And if the committee, in its wisdom, could be convinced that the Air 
Force do that. 

Now, I have had inquiries from several airlines who would be in- 
terested in negotiating with the GSA or the Air Force in a purchase 
of that property, if the strip were completed. But they are not in- 
terested under present conditions. 

Would there be any objection on your part if the committee, in 
its wisdom, saw fit to instruct the Air Force to complete the strip 
and at least make an airbase out of it, rather than leave it a blighted 
area ? 

The Cuatrman. Do you think the committee would be warranted 
in going ahead and finishing a project that we do not need, just for 
the purpose of selling the property or leasing the property ? 

Then we would be diverting our funds from a military purpose, 
for building up some installation for the purpose of disposing of it. 

And I want to say this. I have already told two or three Members 
from Wisconsin that I would be glad to let them come before the 
committee. And I will notify you, Mr. O’Konski, when they come, 
so you can be here. And we will take up this whole thing, 

Now, I am talking about the same thing you are talking about. 
If they are ever going to finish it—notwithstanding the fact the Air 
Force cannot use it, but just for the purpose of trying to get a 
better price for it, then I do not think you are on sound ground when 
you do that. 
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Mr. O’Kons«i. Mr, Chairman, if you will just give the people who 
are interested in it a hearing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Kowauski. Mr. Chairman, may I say on that point. 

The Citamman. Yes. 

Mr. Kowarskt. [t was not mentioned but with considerable talk 
about dispersion, it might be a worthwhile expenditure of funds. 

The Cuarrman. I do not think you are justified in appropriating 
money for something that you are not going to use but just for the 
purpose of finishing. We cannot do it. 

Mr. O’Konski. Mr. Chairman, we will have a hearing on that ? 

The Citairman. We will have a hearing on it. 

Mr. O’Konsxi. Thank you. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Bray, have you any questions ? 

Mr. Bray. Ido. 

Mr. Secretary, I was happy to hear you say that you are being 
very careful in your recommendations on Capehart housing. I be- 
lieve it is necessary to do so, especially in the interest of the service. 
Because, if we do build some houses, and apparently very quickly, 
and we made a gross error, public oprnion could turn against a very 
worthwhile program. 

I remember a year or 2 years ago Wendover Air Force Base wanted 
some housing. Someone objected to it and said it was not necessary. 
Finally, it was apparent that this housing was not necessary. 
Eighty days later they canceled the whole thing and abandoned the 
base. Yet here they were trying very hard—and it had been approved 
all the way down the line. They are trying very hard to get this 
housing out there. Yet at the time they were trying to do it, the 
order was going through to abandon the base. It could not have 
gone through at the time. 

You remember that, Phil, we went out to Wendover / 

Mr. Kecitener. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Bray. I want to commend you for having good housing. We 
want good housing. But nothing could wreck the program any faster 
than to build it where it is not needed, even though you have the 
pressure of Congressmen or somebody else. 

Now here on page 10, you said, under the subheading “Field 
Forces Facilities,” with respect to Camp Carson: “Strike out $3,582,- 
000 and insert in place thereof $3,839,000.” 

Exactly what does that mean ? 

Secretary Bryant. Youare referring to the bill— 

Mr. Bray. Yes. The line item. 

On page 10 there are several there. You said “under the subhead- 
ing ‘Field Forces’ “—this is all under Public Law 534 of the 83d 
Congress. 

Mr. Kevtener. In the bill, Mr. Bryant. 

Mr. Bray. Is that because you did not have that and it cost more 
than your authorization was? 

Secretary Bryanr. Exactly. These are deficiency authorizations. 

Mr. Bray. I see. I would not go any farther because there are 
about a dozen of those same kinds of items. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, 
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Mr. Bray. You mentioned in your statement about disposal of land, 
Government land in Hawaii. But yet you did not mention any fur- 
ther about it, except it was being studied. Do you know what bases 
that applies to? 

The CHarrman. Well, this applies to all the military holdings in 
the State of Hawaii, Mr. Bray. 

I said that we had already determined something over 3,000 acres. 
Much of it rather important in that congested area, and that we were 
continuing our study in the hope that we could find more, largely 
in the area of further coordination of activities, and where we could 
avoid some duplication of holdings. 

Mr. Bray. The reason I asked that: A year or two ago the Army 
asked for a housing project and there was objection made to its being 
put at Fort Derussy. Then they come back a second time and set 
it in the vicinity of Fort Shafter. On examination it was broughi 
out that they intended to put it at Fort Derussy, which land is wort), 
more than $10,000 a city lot. 

Secretary Bryant. I know that, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Is there any request for any of the services to utilize that 
land at Fort Derussy for housing ? 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I would appreciate it if you would check into that mat- 
ter very carefully. Derussy has some very valuable recreation areas 
right there on the beach. But it is as concentrated an area as you will 
find any place. You could build modern buildings. And it certainly 
has been a very bad mistake to have put housing there at Fort De- 
russy. And yet I just wanted to make sure that in the fine print 
there is not any attempt to do what we blocked twice here. 

Secretary Bryanr. I can assure you, Mr. Congressman, that we 
have never had any intention of approving housing projects in Fort 
Derussy, although it has been talked about. There was nothing pend- 
ing and there will not be any housing in here. 

Mr. Bray. They came in here last year or the year before last and 
said I believe it was at the Fort Shafter area, and on questioning 
the Fort Shafter area meant this area 6 miles away, at Fort Derussy, 
and after it was blocked once. 

I would appreciate it if you watch that. 

Secretary Bryant. I can assure it is being watched and I assure 
you there are no plans to build any housing at Fort Derussy. 

Mr. Bray. Then, finally, I want to go into the same matter that Mr. 
Kilday went into about the continuation of keeping those substandard 
houses. I objected to that, to give them any time, I mean to allow 
them to use substandard houses and allow the serviceman to pay less 
than their quarters’ allowance. 

I happen to know personally that it is causing a great deal of bicker- 
ing at some bases where they are doing that. And at the time the De- 
partment of Defense asked for this extension up to the first of this 
coming January, and said that would be sufficient. We did not even 
want to give them that much time. Now, they want to continue for 
another year. I frankly think, unless I may change my mind, I am 
against continuing it any longer. Because when you make fish of one 
and fowl of another on a post, no first sergeant or captain, either—no 
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matter what his rank may be, where he has to rent substandard hous- 
ing, and saving $30, $40, $50 or $60 off his quarters— it causes intense 
bitterness within the command. 

For one, I think the quicker you could either get rid of that or re- 
pair it, the better it is for the Government and the service. I hate to 
see you continue it any longer than you have to. 

The CratrmMan. Let us cut it down, Mr, Secretary. I agree ab- 
solutely with what Mr. Bray said. Let us cut it down to the very 
shortest time possible. 

Secretary Bryant. I hoped I had answered that. Apparently I 
had not. I thought I particularly answered the concern that was ex- 
pressed here more recently by Mr. Kilday. 

In most of these cases, Mr. Bray, we have plans to build substitute 
houses. And it would seem to me to be ridiculous to throw people 
out of where they are before the substitute housing is available. 

The Crarrman. Let us build them fast enough so we can get rid 
of substandard houses. 

Thank you, Mr. Bray. 

Secretary Bryant. We will keep you informed. 

Mr. Bray. You do not have to throw them out. You can go and 
put in them, and charge them the quarters allowance, right away they 
are going to get things done on the post. 

The Cuarrman. It wouldn’t be fair to charge him full value when 
he is in a substandard house. 

Secretary Bryant. We will expedite it. 

The Cuamman. Let’s stop it as quick as possible. 

Mr. Winstead, any questions / 

Mr. Wrinsreap. Mr. Secretary, I refer you to the last paragraph of 
your statement on page 29. And I notice that you have reviewed 
73,000 units and you found 19,000 inadequate units. 

Now, the question I have here is: How did you determine the inade- 
quate units and the adequate units in your setup / 

Secretary Bryant. Well, we determined them on basic standards— 
you see, the matter of inadequate units is not only confined to the De- 
fense Department, but applies also to other agencies. And there is a 
circular of the Bureau of the Budget which sets up minimal standards 
for adequate quarters. Using that as our basis, we proceeded from 
there to review the 73,000 that you speak of, and found that 19,000 of 
them did not meet these minimal standards. On that basis, we broke 
down the 19,000 to what I have described here: 600 have been im- 
proved, 3,500 have been demolished, 1,900 converted to other than 
family housing, and so forth, for a total of 6,000 acted upon. It is 
the 13,000 Iam referring to here that we still have to act on. 

The answer to your question is: There is a definite set of criteria, 
both as to size and to accommodations, which are the basis of our 
comparison. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. Well, now, does someone in each area make this de- 
termination of the inadequate housing ? 

Secretary Bryan. On the basis—— 

Mr. Wrwsrerap. Is this in the United States or all over the whole 
world ¢ 

Secretary Bryanr. Over the whole world, sir, on the basis of the 
instructions issued and the criteria which come out of our office. 
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Mr. Winsteap. Do you have someone in your office who inspects and 
determines in different sections as to what is inadequate and what is 
adequate ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t think we have enough manpower to 
check every one of them. We make spotchecks, periodic surveys, 
But the basic determination is made by the departments, not only at 
the installation level, but checked again by the departments at the de- 
partmental level. If any question is left, we make onsite inspections. 

Mr. Wrysteap. Now the thing that prompted that question is this: 
Some 7 to 10 years ago I visited some bases in two States ac ljoining 
-ach shen One commander and his force were letting barracks go by 
that was far superior to another in an adjoining State. And in Eu- 
rope—I believe it was in Morocco. I am sorry Bill Bray left. In 
Morocco we ran into a situation on Dallas huts in one base. I never 
heard such commotion. I was convinced that it was a disgrace that 
any such thing would happen. 

The next stop we made they had Dallas huts. The commander 
thought they were all right. I slipped out away from the crew and 
questioned a lot of individuals who lived in them. They seemed to 
think they were all right. 

They had preserved those huts and they looked pretty good there, 
but they looked as a disgrace in another base. 

I found out, though, i in the United States, in these two States that 
I am talking about, one crowd figured if they would let them go down 
they would get permanent housing, but the others were taking advan- 
tage of what they had and making the best living conditions ‘possible. 
I am taking a little different position than what most of the members 
are taking, yet I subscribe to what they said. 

Now, if you are going to take a report from one section of the 
country as to what is inadequate and from another reporter as to 
what is adequate, you may find a lot of housing condemned in one 
section that would be superior to those that were condemned in an- 
other section. And I just wondered if you have some—and may I 
say I think you are trying to do a good job with an almost impossible 
situation. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you, sir. I think that the issuance of 
the common criteria, the only basis upon which we could arrive at a 
satisfactory conclusion—I agree with you that otherwise there was a 
great deal of difference in the local determination of adequacy. But 
with basic criteria, which must prevail, then it doesn’t make any differ- 
ence what the local commander at a given base thinks of any given 
set of quarters. They either subscribe to these or they don’t. And 
if they don’t, they are inadequate. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. Well, I notice you have wtgeman the number of 
these 19,000 and found them to be useful in something. I more or 
less subscribe to you trying to find a way. 

Secretary Bryant. I—— 

Mr. Wrvsteap. I believe if we analyze this situation we will find 
as high a percentage of men in uniform that are as interested in a 
sound dollar as any of the rest of us, And if you can’t find some- 
thing that is usable, I think we are missing the boat. 

Secretary Bryant. That is our position. 
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Mr. Wrinsteap. When we become so alarmed about certain things 
that the military men feel—I am the last man that wants substandard 
quarters, but I think we miss the boat when we think of uniformed 
people not being about as gs eng in a sound dollar as anybody 
else. And every time you can utilize something, unless you can 
determine the permanency of th at base, I think personally you are on 
sound ground. 

Secretary Bryan. I thank you. 

Mr. Wrnsrrap. I was just wondering how you analyzed what is 
adequate and what is inadequate and whether there isa lot of dis- 
crepancy in one section as against another. 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir; I don’t think so. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cnarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Winstead. 

Mr. Doyle, any questions ? 

Mr. Dorie. Yes, Mr. Chairman, a few. 

I want to compliment you, Mr. Secretary, on this formal state- 
ment. I also want to compliment you on one item in your break- 
down of the Army, Navy, and Air Force, in which you recite the 
Army and Air Force are getting over 2 percent of the total amount 
for morale facilities, and the Navy over 3 percent. I can’t help 
but notice in your language that you designate your morale facilities 
as necessary. I agree with you. Too often it is overlooked. 

Calling your attention to page 19 and the top of 20, I note that 9 
percent of the contracts in fiscal year 1959 were allocated under com- 
petitive bidding. How many firms, numerically, received contracts 
in that 92 percent ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. I haven't the figures here. I can supply them to 
you, Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. Doytr. I would appreciate having that, Mr. Chairman. 

I would be interested to know how many firms in the United States 
shared in the distribution of 92 percent of the Defense Department 
contracts under competitive bidding. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

During fiscal year 1959 (1 July 1958-30 June 1959) the three military de 
partments awarded world-wide military construction contracts in the approxi- 
mate amount of $1,357,500,000 by meaans of formally advertised competitive bids. 
These awards involved approximately 2,000 separate prime contracts. The total 
contracts involved, however, would greatly exceed this figure of 2,000 prime 
contracts, since a large percentage of the prime contracts involved several sub- 
contracts. Since the prime contractors have full responsibility to the Govern- 
ment under these contracts, the number of subcontractors which would benefit 
is not readily available. It is pointed out that the 2,000 prime contracts exe- 
cuted in fiscal year 1959 do not represent 2,000 prime contractors, since in some 
instances more than one contract was awarded to the same contractor. Also, 
a single prime contractor could engage in several joint-venture contracts. To 
compute the exact number of separate contracting firms benefiting from this 
fiscal year 1959 work would therefore entail a costly and time-consuming audit. 
However, since all of the contracts were awarded on a competitive basis, the 
2.000 prime contracts involved indicate the wide spread of the work involved. 

Mr. Doyte. I notice, at the end of paragraph 1 on page 20, you 
say: 

Placing of contracts by negotiation will be utilized only where such procure- 
ment is in the interest of national defense. 
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For the purpose of that limitation or prescription of that declara- 
tion of policy, how do you define “national defense” ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I can give you some examples. For exam- 
ple, one that is of substantial size 

Mr. Dorie. Can you speak just a little louder, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Bryant. One example, which is a sizable one in that 
group, is the radiotelescope facilities at Sugar Grove, W. Va. 

This is a highly technical and unique research project. And the 
classified nature of this, by the way, did not permit awarding on a 
competitive bid basis. It also required a high degree of background 
and experience, in addition to the classification problem. 

Others in here will be overseas—a good many of them, where there 
is a limitation on the availability of competitive contractor groups. 
And some of them need immediate completion, precluding an oppor- 
tunity for advertising. 

This is also largely in connection with communication facilities 
abroad. 

And missiles—we have some problems there, as to the need for 
immediate completion. 

I will give you one: At Patrick, for example, which mitigated 
against formal advertising. And the bids in that case were awarded— 
I mean the award was made on the basis of several competitive pro- 
posals, but not on a bid basis. \ 

Classified radio sites in various locations. 

I may say that the security and classification had a lot to do with 
the selection, other than on a competitive bid basis in those areas. 

Mr. Doyte. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

I noticed the first paragraph on page 22, where you set forth the 
joint utilization of land and facilities, and your concentration of these 
activities into fewer installations. I can’t help but compliment you 
on that declaration of policy. I hope it rapidly increases. 

Secretary Bryant. I think it is. 

Mr. Doyte. More substantially. 

I notice here on page 23 you refer to the releasing of ranges. I am 
from California, southern California. Every now and then I get an 
inquiry as to why many thousands of acres that are in ranges can’t be 
released in fact, I have one in my office now. I will probably be taking 
it up with you. Because it has been used as a military range, but not 
for some years. 

One more inquiry. On page 27, where you are dealing with the 
subject of defaults. You recited there are 4,319 defaults on housing 
units. What is the nature of those defaults? Are they large pay- 
ments in which there is a default, or how soon do you foreclose ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, these were ones that were picked up by 
the FHA on failure to meet the amortization payments and interest 
payments—very largely the latter. Most of those are of some anti- 
quity in comparison with the present day. 

If you want, I can give you a breakdown of those, where they oc- 
curred and when. 

Mr. Doyie. I would appreciate having that. 

Secretary Bryant. I haven’t——- 
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Mr. Doyrx. Merely to get the average amount that is involved on 


these defaults. 


Secretary Bryant. I can get that for you, sir. 


Mr. Dorie. How sour they are. 


Mr. Kettener. Mr. Doyle, I could give you some general informa- 


tion very quickly on that. 


Almost all of them that w vent into default 


were at depots or arsenals and were occupied by civilian personnel. 
Mr. Doytx. Thank you, Mr. Kelleher. You are right on the trigger, 


as usual, 
That is all, Mr. Chairman. 


(The information requested is as follows :) 


Following is a list of defaulted Wherry projects serving military installations 
with the date of default or foreclosure by FHA and the amount of debentures 


issued by FHA for these projects : 





Installation | Number 

| of units 

Tobyhanna Village Inc. (Tobyhanna Signal Depot) _ _---- 200 
kenny Gardens, Inc. (Letter Kenny Ordnance mare. a 48 
Pinehurst Estates, Inc. (Lakehurst NAS)!____- ee N 230 
Tom’s Cove Corp. (Chincoteague NOTS)3___. = 306 
Rosendahl Terrace, Inc. (Weeksville Naval Air Force)3- 42 
— Springs Apartme nts, Inc. (Green Cove Springs 392 

NS8).! 

Herlong-Sierra Houses, Inc. (Sierra Ordnance Depot)!__..- 125 
Patuxent Sec. I Corp, (Patuxent River NAS-NATC)!____| 476 
Patuxent Sec. II C orp. (Patuxent River NAS-NATC)! 268 
Patuxent Sec. IV Corp. (Patuxent River NAS-NATC)!. 256 
Manor Heights B (Bainbridge NTC)! 118 
Manor Heights, Inc. (Bainbridge NTC 622 
Blue Grass Homes, Inc. (Blue Grass ieaubiiins Depot). 65 
Likens-Foster Olathe Corp. (Olathe NAS)!_ cise 196 
Sol Spigel Village, Inc. (Dallas NAS)! - 129 
Engard House, Inc. (Stockton Annex NSC)-(De pot) _. 43 
Mohawk Manor, Inc. (Schenectady General De *pot)! ii 50 
Wolf Creek Homes (Milan Arsenal)!____- ; ; 100 
Red River Apartments (Red River Arse nal)!. a 55 
Tooele Apartments, Inc. (Tooele Ordnance Depot)!__. 25 
Deseret Apartments, Inc. (Deseret Chemical Depot)!. 26 
Bauer-Lesser, Inc. (Utah Geneeal Depot)!___- as ig 53 
Henry Barracks Housing Corp. (Henry Barracks)?_ ___- 74 
Terrace Homes (Anniston Ordnance Depot)! vale 95 
Conley Housing Corp. (Atlanta General Depot)! 125 
Crane Village, Inc. (Navy Ammunition Depot) 200 
2 ee 319 


| Date of default 
| or foreclosure 
} 


| August 1955 


§ | December 1957_- 


October 1959_ - -- 


>| Y Sees 
2 | August 1957. 
September 1959__| 


September 1956__| 


Septem ber 1957__| 


| November 1957_- 
| 
j 


September 1956__ 


July 1959_- 


) | February 1958__- 


December 1957- -| 
September 1958__| 


| January 1958_ _-- 


December 1954. 
December 1958 _- 
December 1957-_| 


| October 1958. 
| March 1957___- 


February 1958_. 


January 1957-_- 


February 1956__- 


Amount of 
debentures 
issued by 
FHA 


$1, 580, 303. 49 
354, 599. 08 
615, 456. 11 
101, 837. 22 
248, 730. 03 
461, 273. 21 


eo 0 


noe 


N 


, 064, 328. 71 
325, 331.31 
, 894, 144. 36 


eo eo we 
— ie Oe 





n57, . 

4, 073, R54 9. 71 
501, 419. 83 
, 568, 698. 38 
755, 977. 35 
329, 594.17 
401, 104. 29 
499, 936. 21 
395, 430. 06 
211, 666. 57 
227, 370. 40 
437, 527. 32 
613, 461. 93 
687, 474. 21 
899, 694. 32 
1, 579, 105. 59 


— 


30, 156, ‘B71. 6: 





! Curtailment of military activity. 
2 Estimated. 
* Inactivation. 


The Crrarrman. Thank you very much. 
Mr. Bennett, any questions ¢ 


Mr. Bennerr. On page 28 of your statement you said that you con- 
sidered the effect on the third country involved in these possible trans- 


fers of currency under Public Law 480, 


For my understanding, I wish you would explain to me why you 


have to consider that ? 


Is there ‘something in the agreement with 


these countries that requires you to only spend this money when it is 


agreeable to the country, or—— 
Secretary Bryanr. 
Mr. Bennerr. 


because you said here, “Restricted as to their uses,” 


Yes, for purposes which are agreeable to them. 
The reason I thought that it might not be that is 
and other aspects 
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of it. So I was curious as to why you also—if it was unrestricted, 
why it would have to be agreeable to the country involved. But you 
tell me that is also a restriction. 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. Many of these funds so secured 
by the countries involved are restricted with respect to the applica- 
tion of those funds. 

[ recall an instance—an illustration, in Japan, where we tried to use 
these funds for other than housing, shall we say in the procurement 
field or in other types of defense activity, and by virtue of the agree- 
ment between the two countries at the time the funds were created 
these conditions were established. 

Mr. Bennerr. All right. Only one other questions I would like 
to ask you, and that is what percentage of the housing, Wherry hous- 
ing units, have been allowed to default and not taken over by the 
Federal Government because of the closing of the installation or some 
factor of that type. 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t think offhand I can give you that. As 
I said, these 4,000 units to which reference has been made have de- 
faulted. Including those there are some 12 percent of the total 
Wherry housing which have not yet been acquired. 

(See list of defaulted Wherry projects supra. ) 

Mr. Bennerr. I had in mind there the Wherry housing units at 
Green Cove Springs, a district which I represent, where the Depart- 
ment refused to buy the Wherry housing and the man went bankrupt, 
or rather was faced with losing on his investinent, which was over 
half a million dollars. 

Secretary Bryant. This has happened. It is regrettable, but in 
my opinion many of these Wherries were built unfortunately in the 
first place. Some of them, as you know, were not particularly asked 
for or required or requested by the cognizant service, but were more 
or less—they were created on the basis of the ambitions of the 
promoter. 

Mr. Bennerr. Well, that was not true in the Green Cove Springs 
matter. 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t know the individual case. 

Mr. Bennett. As far as I know. 

Secretary Bryant. I said in some instances. 

Mr. Bennetr. Yes. Do you know how many instances there were 
where the Department has had to let those things go? 

Secretary Bryant. Not offhand. Could I supply that, please / 

Mr. Bennett. If you could furnish that, I would appreciate it. 

Secretary Bryant. Glad to. 

(See list of defaulted Wherry projects supra. ) 

Mr. Bennett. That is all. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Huddleston? 

Mr. Huppteston. No, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHamman. Mr. Byrne. 

Mr. Byrne. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

One question, Mr. Secretary. In Philadelphia, the Navy personne] 
occupies 750 units in the Passyunk project, operated by the Phila- 
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delphia Housing Authority. They pay rent. And that was extended 
to 1962 under the Housing Act of last year 

Is it the intention of the Navy to build Capehart housing there, 
or isn’t it? 

Secretary Bryant. The Navy at the present time has a review team 
up there. ‘The first Capehart housing project that was suggested by 
the Navy Department and later w ithdrawn was withdrawn for cer- 
tain reasons which I believe the Assistant Secretary of the Navy has 
indicated in letters—I don’t know to whom, but I have seen copies 
of them. Some of the reasons were the high cost of land. As you 
know, there is a limitation in the matter of construction, including 

land costs, in Capehart, and also because the Navy Department was 
not completely satisfied that all other possible avenues in the rental 
opportunities s in the community had been exhausted. 

They are reviewing that at the present time, incidentally. 

Mr. Byrne. When do you expect them to be in Philadelphia ? 

Secretary Bryant. I can’t tell you, but I can find out. I have been 
told that they are already underway. 

Mr. Byrne. I would like to be notified. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

The Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Material) will visit the Philadelphia 
area in the near future and intends to personally survey the housing situation 
in order to evaluate potential solutions to the problem. 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t know that they are today, or whether 
they have started. I know the team has been created and the instruc- 
tions have been issued. 

Mr. Byrne. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

The Carman. Thank you, Mr. Byrne. 

Mr. Morris, have you any questions ? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I just wish to say that I think that you 
and Assistant Secretary Bryant and Assistant Secretary Short have 
all made very comprehensive, clear statements. 

The Cuarrman. Good. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. In regard to this bill, and I have no questions. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you. If you just follow us, we will get 
through quickly. 

Mr. Cohelan. 

Mr. Conetan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Secretary, at this point I just for the record want to concur 
very heartily in the remarks made by Mr. Kilday, Mr. Bray, and the 
chairman in regard to the question of substandard housing. 

In previous comments I have made in this committee, this is pre- 
cisely what I had in mind. 

And this leads me to the question: I notice you are going to put 
58 units at Fort Greely in Alaska. And I have a frequency distribu- 
tion of that in front of me, which shows me that the need up there 
is still unmet, although the 53 units which are being funded are go- 
ing—it is going to more nearly bring them up to their standard. And 
their requirement, as I have it here, is 345. 

Now, my question is this: In light of your earlier testimony about 
being cautious with this Capehart program, what is the policy of the 
Defense Department? In other words, what percent are we going to 
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commit ourselves? Is there any definite policy in terms of permanent 
base housing / 

Now, in this case, you see, you have it coming very close to almost 
the full requirement. But in other areas that I can cite on this same 
table, you are way off base. It doesn’t even come close to the require- 
ments. That is to say—and I am only talking about eligible housing. 

Secretary Bryant. I will try to answer that, Congressman Cohelan. 

In areas close to metropolitan or other sizable centers we try to 
limit the housing. We have a standard 55 percent as our goal, 55 per- 
cent of the requirement, that is. 

In isolated areas we increase that rather drastically. We have 
built in isolated areas—and we would call this one—up to 85 or 90 
percent. We try to stay below that to give usa safety factor. It will 
rary, in other words, from a basic 55 percent of requirements in some 
areas to 85 percent in other areas. 

Mr. Coneian. Well, now, in your definition of inadequate do you 
include trailer housing as inadequate ? 

Secretary Bryanr. I think generally we would. Some of these 
trailer units, of course, are augmented, as you know, and have other 
facilities that normally are not present. But, generally speaking, the 
answer to your question is they would be inadequate. 

Mr. Coneian. You are aware that there are substantial units of 
more or less firmed-up housing in the Alaska Command? Iam think- 
ing of Eielson Air Force Base. 

Secretary Bryanr. Yes. 

Mr. Conetan. I see Elmendorf has quite a few. These are being 
occupied by people who otherwise would be eligible for quarters. 

Now, the other question I have, Mr. Secretary, is in connection with 
the problem—you note here on page 24 that there are 880,500 married 
male officers, and so on, and so on. I take it that you don’t limit the 
housing need of the services merely to people who are eligible for 
housing. There is another area of this housing problem, is there not, 
for those people who are ineligible for housing? They still have a 
housing requirement, that is, married personnel; isn’t that correct ? 

Secretary Bryant. That is correct. We do not have any permanent 
plan because the only provisions that we have to guide us on that are 
what we call the housing allowances or quarters allowances that are 
given to those under permanent legislation. 

There are others who are from year to year permitted allowance for 
housing, not under permanent legislation. And there is no way of 
determining how long that may exist. Consequently, it is difficult for 
us, if not impossible, to program for that type of personnel. 

Mr. Conran. Well, isn’t it true that there is a very substantial 
housing problem for many service personnel who are not eligible for 
housing ? 

Secretary Bryant. That must be true; yes, sir. 

Mr. Conean. And this is a continuing concern of the Department 
of Defense in relation to the well being of these people ? 

Secretary Bryan. It is, and personally to me. 

Mr. Conetan. Well, don’t you think that it would be well if we 
were to define the problem in terms of the total problem, and break 
it down into eligible groups and in terms of those who are in need of 
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housing but are not eligible? Because every place I went in my fresh- 
man tour here I ran into this problem, and it seemed to me to con- 
stitute a very serious problem. 

One other question. I want to turn for a minute—and I don’t want 
to take too much time, Mr. Secretary—lI want to turn to the question 
of your medical facilities. And I was disturbed to note in the bill that 
you don’t have anything in there for Letterman General Hospital. 

Now, we have talked about this before. I don’t have to elaborate 
on my ‘interest in this area. But I am shocked when I recall that at 
my visit at the Presidio in ‘San Franc ‘isco, the post engineer, Colonel 
Carrol, took me around and I personally observed the situation—the 
deterior ation, not only on the base, but particularly on that hospital. 

Now, I notice that you have a small hospital for Castle Air Force 
Base, which is badly needed, and which I am terribly pleas sed about. 
But I can show you, and as you have already indicated in your own 
testimony, for Ord, Camp Mather, Pendleton, Letterman, and even 
Madigan—you have these old-fashioned units there that are practically 
falling apart, and they are costing us nothing but money to operate. 

And I am w ondering, Mr. Secrets iry, if you have ever taken a look 
at this as far as operating costs are concerned, on these old units? 
What is it costing us? W ho are we kidding, in other words? 

Secretary Bryant. I am sure that I can answer that this is a con- 
stant problem, and it is constantly being reviewed. One of the diffi- 
culties in the area to which you are addressing yourself is the question 
of the location of a larger concentration of hospital capacity to serve 
more than one need—in other wor ds, to serve more than the needs of 
any one given base and more than one given service. 

This is something which is presently before the Defense Department, 
and particularly before the Assistant Secretar y for Health coat Medi- 
cine. Those programs are being developed. 

Mr. Coneran. Mr. Secretary, are there any studies in programs in 
regard to the impact of retired personnel and eligible dependents on 
the future medical requirement for the military ? 

Secretary Bryant. Very much so. This is a big problem. 

Mr. Coneran. Well, in respect to Letterman General Hospital, are 
there any plans for Letterman General Hospital ? 

Secretary Bryan. Not in this bill. 

Mr. Coneran. Not in this bill. 

Secretary Bryant. I think there are plans. I don’t know that there 
will be specifically a sizable replacement, or anything of that nature. 
T am not even trying to convey the thought of any program there. But 
I do know that the basic problem that you are referring to is being in- 
tensively studied to be sure that the requirements of Letterman and 
other areas around there are adequately met not only from the stand- 
point of the personnel presently serving in the military, but also these 
other people to whom you refer. 

Mr. Conetan. Well, Mr. Secretary, as one who has just had my 
first exposure to military medical administration, I have been fas- 
cinated by the problem, and I find that with the growing size of our 
permanent establishment we are going into a range of medical serv- 
ices that we were not quite as deeply involved in as we once were. 
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But assuming, as I do, that we are to fulfill a complete commitment 
to our military retired personnel and their dependents, it means that 
we are getting into areas like geriatrics, and we certainly are getting 
into psychiatry, and I found varying standards—almost the full 
range of medical services in these various establishments that I visited, 

However, as far as Letterman General Hospital is concerned, it 
has a peculiar impact with this tremendous range of service. Madigan 
has the same thing. Pendleton has the same thing. And it seems 
to me that we are going to have to come to grips with this problem, 
because we are either going to reduce the quality of our services, or 
the range of the services, or we better get out of the business entirely, 
or we better get into it and start thinking about it. Because this is 
going to cost us more, the more that we delay working out the kind of 
facilities that are needed to provide these services. 

And I would hope, Mr. Secretary, that you will start with Letter- 
man General, because it is falling apart, and you have an excellent 
internal program there. There you do have a full range of medical 
services and excellently provided. But there are no facilities. And 
there is a lot of diseconomizing going on, that I am sure you are 
aware of, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, I am aware of them. And, of course, I 
have to work at these problems in conjunction with the more ex- 
perienced people in the Department of Defense, particularly the Of- 
fice of Health and Medicine, and I can assure you—and I think it 
would be well worth while for you to talk further along these lines 
with them. I know they would welcome it. They are aware of 
these problems. They are trying to develop solutions. When they 
have, our job to construct them will be brought before the committee. 

Mr. Conean. Well, can we expect that there will be any attention 
given to this hospital problem in the next budget? I mean, is there 
any planning or concern about it ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, very seriously in planning. 

Mr. Congetan. Thank you. 

Now, there is one final question, and that is in reference to leases. 
I discovered that there were quite a few lease arrangements in the bay 
area, and I was surprised to note that the range was from $110 to as 
high as $142.96. What is the authority for this lease arrangement? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, all those are worked through the Gen- 
eral Services Administration. The requirements for rental which 
cannot be accommodated are developed by the GSA. 

Mr. Kertener. Mr. Cohelan is referring to family housing, Mr. 
Bryant. 

Secretary Bryant. Excuse me. Mr. Chairman, I regret to ask for 
about 2 minutes delay here. 

The Carman. All right. 

Secretary Bryant. But I think it is imperative. 

Mr. Ketiener. Allen, it is family housing he is referring to. 

Mr. Fore. Authority for this leasing of houses is provided by sec- 
tion 407 of Public Law 86-149. 

( Pause.) 

The CeraTeAN. Mr. Kelleher, who is going to testify tomorrow for 
the Army ? 
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Mr. Ketiener. General Seeman, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Tomorrow morning, we are going to start reading the bill, the 
Army section of the bill. 

Is the General here this afternoon ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir, he is. 

The CuHarrman. All right, General, you be ready in the morning. 
We are going to start reading the bill and go right through it. Is 
there anyone else to make a statement for the Army ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Not before General Seeman, no, sir. He will han- 
dle the individual] items himself. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We are going to read the bill in the 
morning. We want to finish tomorrow by 12 o’clock. [Laughter.] 

There is only one thing in the bill which should be reduced. 

You have $17.5 million, and I think $10 million is enough. Every 
other item in the bill for the Army, in my judgment, is justified from 
the backup book. 

So we will just print in the record tomorrow— 

This is off the record, Sam. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

With that statement, General, you can sleep well tonight. 

Md urther pause. ) 

t the committee come to order. 

Now, you may proceed, Mr. Cohelan. 

Mr. Conenan. Well, Mr. Secretary, I note that you are well pro- 
vided with authority, and I understand that it is limited to some 
7,500 items of lease arrangement. 

But the question I am going to follow through—and my last ques- 
tion—is simply this: I note that we have in the bay area some, that is, 
in the Travis area—this is a leasing tabulation that was given to me— 
some 294 leases, and of those 294, 91 are at an average rent of $141.96. 

Now, it would seem to me—and then there are others in the distribu- 
tion: 137, 183, and down to 110. It would seem to me that with that 
number, it would call for an increase in the interest in developing fur- 
ther housing in this location, in this general area. 

Secretary Bryan. Well, one of the problems there—and I am 
sorry I missed your point in the first place, because I thought you 
were talking about the rental of space for administrative purposes. 

We do not believe that there is necessarily or likely the duration 
of demand or requirement for this type of housing, in this type of 
installation. These are largely around Nike sites and radar sites, 
installations, that is, which do not have the same degree of perma- 
nency in our estimation as a military base proper. 

In order to avoid the construction of housing in small amounts, 
comparatively, in each one of these, we thought rental should be tried 
out. It is working, in our opinion, rather well, when you compare 
the economics. 

Mr. Conenan. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

That is all I have. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Cohelan. 
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In that connection, may I say this: Mr. Cohelan raised the question 
of am ng There are five hospitals in this bill. My recollection 
is five, 

Mr. Ketxiener. That is correct. 

The Cuarmman. The cost is uniform in two of the installations. 
It is a great deal more in three of the installations, 

Now, I do think, when we come along on that subject, we should 
have a uniform cost. My recollection is it is about $20,000 a bed in 
two of the instances, and much more a bed in the others. 

I think the departments get in trouble, and the committee will get 
in trouble on the floor of the House in making an explanation, unless 
we have a mighty good case. It shouldn’t cost any more to have a 
hospital bed in one place than in others. 

We will take that up later. 

Secretary Bryant. If you wish, Mr. Chairman, I can give you 
some answers to that. 

It is not, may I say, anywhere near as bad as it sounds. In order 
to get these costs per bed to a common denominator reference, you 
have to determine what is in the hospital in addition to beds. Some 
of these have infirmaries. Some of them have special—— 

The Cuatrman. That is true, but I will bog myself down on the 
floor of the House trying to explain why it is only $20,000 in one 
hospital and $35,000 in another hospital for a bed. We will take it up. 

Secretary Bryant. May we offer this for your assistance and for 
the assistance of the committee, which is a tabulation which we re- 
cently made, bringing these to a comparable value on the bed basis, 
which is what we are talking about here, when you say that these 
cost vary? I think this would be rather illuminating, and I would 
like to offer it for what use it may be. 

The Carman. Put it in the record. 
(Information supplied :) 
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The Cuarrman. When we take up the Air Force hospitals, where 
this enormous increased cost is, we will have to have some justification. 

In the Army and in the Navy, it is around $20,000, and in the Air 
Force hospitals it is around $35,000. 

How much is it ? 

Mr. Keiirner. Actually, there is that difference on the face of it, 
but there are dental clinics and other facilities in some instances. 

The Cuamman. I understand all that. 

Mr. Ketxener. It works out, Mr. Chairman, now, with this new 
paper I have seen, to $20,000 for the Army, and about $26,000 only for 
the Air Force—not $35,000, because these additional items are included. 

The Cuaran. All right. 

Anyhow, it is more in the Air Force hospital per bed than it is in 
the other two services ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Itis. But there are special considerations. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Mr. Stratton, have you anything to say this afternoon ? 

Mr. Srratron. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Srratron. Just a few questions, Mr. Secretary. 

You say on page 23 that in acquiring new land for your ballistic 
missile program that you have tried as much as possible to utilize 
existing facilities. 

I am wondering to what extent it might be possible to utilize other 
facilities that haven’t been utilized, rather than to acquire new 
property. 

I am thinking, for example, of some of these bases that have been 
closed down. One in my own district. Is there any reason why land 
that is available to you and is on the books as Government land 
couldn’t just be used as a missile base ? 

Secretary Bryant. Not entirely, Mr. Stratton. 

In the first place, the big saving that we have been able to make 
is in the selection of the missile sites sufficiently close to logistical 
support, particularly air bases, that we can utilize for that purpose. 

Just to select the land for the missile itself without reference to the 
cost of suporting that would probably—even if we used it on an 
existing Government reservation or a Government holding, cost us 
in many instances more than buying new land in the vicinity of an 
existing base. 

Mr. Srratron. Perhaps the answer to this would be classified, and if 
it is, you tell me so. And perhaps I should ask the Air Force. But 
I was wondering roughly how much land you need for a missile base, 
for a squadron of Atlas or whatever would be the appropriate size. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, it will vary, depending upon the con- 
figuration. On the basis of the present plan, the so-called one by nine, 
the amount of acreage necessary for the immediate launching area is 
not great. 

But to answer your questions, in the case of the Atlas and Titan, in- 
cluding one control center and nine launching pads, only about 100 
acres in fee. But about 2,500, or 2,200—varying—in the way of ease- 








ment, that is for separation and control of intervening distances. 








th 








le 


es tr re — Ve Ye = ae 


Ww 





2773 


Now, those areas between can be otherwise utilized insofar as they 
don’t interfere with the mission, that is to say perhaps for growing 
crops and that sort of thing. 

Mr. Srratron. Maybe I can sell you on utilizing the Scotia base in 
my district for that purpose. 

The second question I have, Mr. Secretary, is: 

I was very much interested, as Mr. Kowalski was, in the announce- 
ment that appeared in the paper last night about General White’s sug- 
yestion that perhaps as an alternative to his airborne alert, there might 

ea dispersal from time to time of the SAC planes to existing civilian 
airports. And I wondered whether that would require any additional 
construction. Has this gotten far enough to be considered by you, for 
example, or is this just something off the top of the General’s head ? 

Secretary Bryant. No. I talked to the General at noon about this, 
anticipating there might be some inquiries. He was rather startled 
because this was only mentioned in passing in some of his testimony. 
He says it was classified. So of course I haven’t seen it myself. 

But in an endeavor to find out where they might be able to put 
planes, the idea of utilization of commercial bases that would accom- 
modate this type of plane—and there are not so many of them— 
inevitably came into the discussion. 

Now, so far as the actual programing, this is just one of those things 
that might happen. 

If it should, and they decided that this is imperative, and a program 
is set up, the amount of construction is presently unknown, but it 
would be largely in the area of perhaps additional stands and maybe 
taxiways. But certainly for communications and for storage of ma- 
terial, and particularly bomb material. 

Mr. Kevtener. And runway lengthening / 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t think they would extend any runways, 
Mr. Kelleher. They would probably find out those commercial fields 
that would accommodate— this is with respect to the B-47 only, and 
there are a number of those that would accommodate the 47. 

Mr. Srrarron. I was thinking in terms of housing for the crew. 
Wouldn’t you have to have—— 

Secretary Bryant. There would probably have to be some, yes, 
some for ready crews. 

Mr. Srrarron. If there is going to be a ground alert or something, 
they would have to be fairly close by. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Srrarron. In connection with a point that Mr. Kowalski raised, 
this would possibly be something that, as Mr. Kowalski mentioned— 
the Bong Air Force Base, for example, would be suitable for. If you 
were going to disperse it, at least you have an air strip down there, or as 
I understand it, you have three-quarters of an air strip, and I can see 
that the national defense would actually be enhanced by the completion 
of an air strip so that you would have one more air strip in the country, 
oe than to have three-quarters of one that might not be any good at 
all. 

Secretary Bryant. I understood the Chairman to say, I think, 
in response to the two similar statements, that there would be some—— 
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The Cuarmman. There will be some hearing, particularly in regard 
to the closing of that base. 

Mr. Srratron. That is right. 

My final question, Mr. Secretary, is with regard to the closing down 
of these bases. 

As you know, we have had one such in my own district. You men- 
tioned on the bottom of page 21 that there may be additional closings, 
and that this will involve the reorientation and closing of some bases. 

To what extent does the Defense Department, before making this 
decision, investigate the impact that these are going to have on the 
local economy ? 

Secretary Bryant. Very intensely. 

Mr. Srratron. Well, this really isn’t in your field, is it? In other 
words, from the point of view of the Defense Departments’ own mis- 
sion, the question of whether to close down a particular base has to be 
made on purely military grounds, doesn’t it, and not any other ground 
as to what effect it might have on the local economy ? 

Secretary Bryant. Of course, that would be prevailing. But I can 
assure you that every one of these, of course, is first generated by the 
cognizant service—the Air Force we are talking about—and then with 
the Secretary of Defense. These factors are necessarily taken into 
consideration. 

But there is no evading the answer that you gave, I mean that you 
suggested, that predominantly it isa military determination. 

Mr. Srratron. It seems to me that if this is likely to increase, and 
I think it may increase, there ought to be some agency set up in the 
Government, and I think it would have to expand Sopondl the Defense 
Department because this properly isn’t your mission to consider the 
impact on local economies and to phase these things in not only from 
the point of view of the military requirement but also from the point 
of view of the local economy. 

I know what the closing of a comparatively small base can do in my 
community, and I would imagine that some of these large ones can 
have a tremendous impact. 

Secretary Bryant. I agree with you. 

This matter of phasing is highly important. It is not only con- 
sidered at the Department of Defense level but, as you indicated, at 
other levels. 

Mr. Stratron. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Stratton. 

Mr. Wampler, any questions ? 

Mr. Wampeter. Mr. Chairman, yes. 

Mr. Secretary, we have to go back a little bit. I think you are most 
cooperative and also very informative. 

When we worked last year on a project in Indiana, at the Wabash 
River Ordnance Works—and we had correspondence on using the 
existing activity there—there was a proposal on the part of the Army 
not only to manufacture 185,000 blocks of RDX at your Holston, 
Tenn., plant, which would require the moving of machinery from our 
particular plant at Newport at a certain cost 
(Secretary Bryant nods.) 
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Mr. Wampter. And after we made inquiry through the coopera- 
tion and good will of our chairman here, we found out that the justi- 
fiability of moving that was quoted by the Army at $6,600, which after 
we went into it we found out it was a ridiculous figure in order to try 
to go into that operation, which required about 120 men, I think, for 
about 5 months in that area, which would have been a terrific asset 
to our unemployment situation there. 

But the figures the Army gave me, I mean the Secretary’s office in 
the Army gave me, relative to this were so inconsistent, three or four 
times, that there was a promise coming from your specific office, and 
the Army, that you would give me the figures, revealing facts on the 
same breakdown basis as we had it at that time, after this particular 
transaction had been completed. 

I have had the statement made to my constituents in that area that 
the Army and the Defense Department were using good judgment 
in doing this, and that I would laud them to the sky, but if they were 
using poor judgment for doing this, and just saying it was for the 
ny of the Nation, that I was ready to have a full explanation 
of it. 

I wondered if at this time I could merely have these figures presented 
to my office ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wampter. Thank you. 

Secretary Bryant. This is a combination problem, as you well 
recognize, between the matter of utilization and the matter of procure- 
ment. 

I work very closely with the supply and logistics agency on that, 
in our shop; that is, in the Department of Defense. I will collect this 
information for your benefit as soon as I can. 

Mr. Wampter. Thank you. I have great confidence in you. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you. 

Mr. Wamptrr. I have one other question that goes to the housing 
on this station at Cherry Point, a few months ago. 

With the transition being undergone there from the acquiring of 
1421 Wherry houses, and also the construction of 849 Capehart 
houses, there was a great explanation made to me by the command 
there that the furniture seemed to play a terrific part in this, that we 
definitely haven’t these houses furnished yet, and the people are very 
unhappy because it is going to be a year before we can get them 
furnished. 

I was wondering what part does furniture play in these particular 
a as far as the people are concerned that inhabit them or use 
them ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I think it varies, but it is a very important 
factor. It is a very important factor from our standpoint, from the 
standpoint of money. 

The revolving fund which has been referred to here before was set 
up to accomplish two purposes. It was being drawn on very heavily 
at the outset. One is to acquire the Wherry housing, and the second 
to rehabilitate them and to furnish them, in consonance with the 
type of accommodations we provide in the Capehart houses, for 
example. 

To accomplish all of these before we begin to get any appreciable 
return into the revolving fund from the forfeiture of quarters al- 
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lowances necessitates a delay which we all regret but which is 
inevitable. 

I can’t tell you in the individual case, but I can look it up, just what 
this delay is going to involve. But I can assure you that I know 
this is not confined to this particular project. 

Mr. Wampter. The explanation that would enlighten me was the 
fact that what do you do in the case of an individual, say, who has a 
yeas to wait before the furniture arrives, and purchases furniture 

ecause they have to have it? They have a storage problem on their 
hands. How do you work out that particular situation? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I know if I were the base commander 
I would certainly do it the practical way and let them bring in what 
they could to make it habitable if it were available. 

Mr. Wampter. But they are paying their full quarters allowance. 

Secretary Bryant. Absolutely. 

Mr. Wampter. For something that they aren’t getting, and then 
they are furnishing the house, and they run into a storage problem 
later. That was the thing I had in mind. 

Secretary Bryant. I appreciate that. But there are certain prob- 
lems that we have to face. One of them is that these immediately 
become public quarters and that means when they are occupied a for- 
feiture of quarters allowance. 

It would be a temporary inconvenience, and perhaps expense on 
the part of certain individuals in the cases to which you refer. But 
I would think that that would be preferable to leaving them unoc- 
cupied, particularly if the individual wanted to occupy them. 

Mr. Wampter. Thank you very much. 

The CuHarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Wampter. I utes g to bring this out. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kowalski, any questions? 

Mr. Kowatsx1. Yes, sir. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Secretary, I want to join those who have already commended 


you and thank you for really an outstanding and informative pres- 


entation, sir. 

I really hesitate to ask this question, but I am very much interested 
in examining to see if we can find some better way in the decision- 
making process. I know you, yourself, are interested in the decision- 
making process. And that is particularly as it affects the rapid 
changes that come about through technological advance. 

I think the only way I can explain what I am trying to communicate 
to you is to take a specific case where although it would appear that 
a mistake was made it was an inevitable kind of a situation. 

What can we do to avoid it in the future? For example, in Morocco 
you have a base—Boulhaut. 

Mr. Fore. Yes. 

Mr. Kowatsx1. I think it was started about 1954 or 1955. It cost 
us $20 million. It was never used by our own military, that is by our 
Air Force. And as far as I could make out the Moroccans had very 
little use for it. We couldn’t give it away to the French. This kind 
of a situation. I believe I know why it happened. There were 
certain advances in the kind of delivery system of the Strategic Air 
Command, so the base did not have the need after it was built that it 
was initially designed for. 
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Now, what can we do to, shall I say, stop that base at an earlier 
time? Weare going to have the same problem not only with bases but 
with weapons systems. 

It would seem to me one approach—and I would like to have you 
comment on this, sir. One approach might be that the man who 
develops the requirement for it should somewhere indicate how long 
a particular facility will be used. I think he has to put himself on 
the line. Whoever reviews that requirement should ilo put himself 
on the line. Having done that, you have a responsibility to the 
Bureau of the Budget, and also to Congress. After the money is 
appropriated, perhaps we ought to have included in our legislation 
a requirement that you would review the need for these bases or, 
shall I say, facilities over a certain amount of funds involved every 
6 months to find out their status, that is, determine their status. 
Perhaps it should be in the form of a report to the Bureau of the 
Budget, or perhaps to both the Bureau of the Budget and Congress. 

I am suggesting one idea. I hope it stimulates some thinking 
along this line. I wonder what you may have thought about it 
in this particular area? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, of course I am appreciative of the fact 
that you indicated our own personal concern. 

In the first place, this is not as you probably know the determination 
of any one man. 

Mr. Kowatskt. Yes. 

Secretary Bryant. The mission requirements and the extent of 
those are very seriously considered, among other people, by the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and by the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, who 
really are the ones who put the mark of requirement even though they 
cannot say the number of years. 

When we say permanent, we are conscious of the fact that nothing 
is permanent in this changing world, particularly as you have just 
said with these vast technological changes. But to the extent that they 
can foresee these uses, they do put their stamp of approval. 

And I would say that it is intensely considered forward looking. 

The mistakes that have been made may have been in many instances 
attributable to the necessity for speed. 

Mr. Kowatskr. Yes. 

Secretary Bryant. To accomplish something regardless of cost and 
regardless of the question of tenure. But those are exceptions, and I 
believe that a very good job is being done in trying to determine the 
future. 

Mr. Kowatsx1. I am not trying to be critical of the job. I just see 
a problem. And I think the problem is going to be intensified as we 
go into more complex weapons systems. And you know yourself that 
the newer the item is the faster it becomes obsolete. 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Kowatskt. The problem is to determine how long is it going 
to be good for, and someone has to put himself on the line in this issue. 

Secretary Bryant. Well 

Mr. Kowatskt. And secondly, I think we ought to have a system 
of review, perhaps every 6 months. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I do not know about the 6 months. We 
do review these things every time we prepare this program for 
consideration of this committee. 
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A series of questions are asked and to the best of our ability we get 
positive and logical answers, before we even approve after screening 
the development of additional construction requirements in a given 
area, much less a new one. 

As the chairman pointed out, this year fortunately, we did not have 
to contend with new bases. 

This bill is confined solely to the improvement and expansion and 

uirements incident to existing installations. 

fr. Kowausk1. Yes, but you have $50 million—and I am glad you 
do have that much—for new missile sites. I think someone has to 
put himself on the line. “This missile site is going to be in use for 
the next 2 years,” or 5 years. I am not talking about forever. Then 
review it. If this estimate is wrong, that it is only going to be used 
for 6 months or a year, maybe this is the time to make the decision to 
cut the money off. 

Well, Iam going to stop at that point. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. There is a great deal in 
what Mr. Kowalski says. We do build things that soon become 
obsolete. 

But one of the responsibilities of the committee is sort of to make 
a review of these things ourselves and to see if they are warranted, 
and these different things should be added to it. But it is a good thing 
for you to consider. 

And in that connection, Mr. Secretary, I understand that our 
Comptroller General has sent over to you a very thorough report in 
regard to the Capehart housing situation growing out of some in- 
quiry he made; is that veateart 

Secretary Bryant. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. I would like very much if it is permissible for 
you to send that over here, so the committee could have the benefit 
of his observations in regard to the Capehart houses. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, the position in which that stands now, 
Mr. Chairman, is this. We have received advance copy of the criti- 
cism developed by the General Accounting Office. I think it is 

The Cuatrman. Campbell, the Comptroller. 

Secretary Bryant. And we are now in the process of accumulating 
answers from the various services on specific items. We think we 
will have a pretty good story. I would like to put the two together. 
They said that they wanted their report to be issued on or about 
the 5th or 6th of March. We will have our responses from the serv- 
ices by the 28th of this month. 

We will put those together and be in a position we hope to meet 
the deadline called for by the General Accounting Office. 

J veuls like to give you the benefit of the whole package, if I 
could. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Bryant. At that time. 

The Cuarrman. We would like to have your comment on the in- 
dictments that he made. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. And get that to us just as soon as 
you possibly can. 

Secretary Bryant. I will, sir. 
The Cuarrman. Now, thank you, Mr. Secretary. 
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I doubt whether there is any need or necessity for your returning 
tomorrow with these other witnesses. But I will suggest that some- 
one from your office be here. 

And tomorrow morning we will start in reading the Army section 
of the bill. 

I have a long list of witnesses. And I will ask all these witnesses 
to return tomorrow. And we will all sit around the table and t 
to see what is in line items for the Army section of the bill. Th 
you, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you 
members. 

The Cuatrman. We will take a recess until tomorrow morning at 
10 0’clock. Have everybody here. 

(At 4:34 p.m. the committee recessed until 10 a.m., Tuesday, Feb- 
ruary 16, 1960.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Tuesday, February 16, 1960. 


The committee met at 10:10 a.m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman), 
presiding. 

The CuHatrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing on 
H.R. 10220. 

The first witness this morning is Maj. Gen. Lyle E. Seeman, the Di- 
rector of Installations. 

General, it would be a pleasure to have you present to the commit- 
tee your views and observations with reference to this proposed bill. 

General Seeman. In accordance with your suggestion of yesterday, 
sir, I have briefed down my prepared statement to just a few minutes, 
and if it will please you, sir, we will put the prepared statement in 
the record. 

The Cuarrman. Let the prepared statement go in the record. 

It is a magnificent statement. I read it. I compliment you on the 
clearness with which you set out all of the justification for each and 
every item of the Army’s portion of the bill. 

(The complete statement follows :) 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am very happy to again have 
the pleasure of appearing before this committee to present the Army’s fiscal 
year 1961 military construction program, except that portion contained in title 
VI for the Reserve forces, which was presented to your subcommittee last week. 

For fiscal year 1961, the Department of the Army is requesting $158,406,000 
in new authorizations for military public works in title I of the bill H.R. 10220 
now before you. Additionally, the Department of the Army is requesting amend- 
ments to Public Law 534 of the 83d Congress, Public Law 968 of the 84th Con- 
gress, Public Laws 85-241 and 85-685 of the 85th Congress, and Public Law 
86-149 of the current Congress. These amendments are in most cases necessary 
to defray deficiencies in authorization brought about by the general rise in 
construction cost indexes throughout the Nation. I will discuss these in more 
detail when sections 105, 106, 107, 108, and 109 are considered by the committee. 

Of the total of new unclassified authorization requested in title I, section 101, 
$79,882,000 is requested for construction within the United States and $14,808,000 
for construction outside the United States, including Okinawa and the Caribbean 
Command. 

In addition, in section 102 of the bill, $46,216,000 is provided for construction 
of classified facilities both within and outside the United States, including 
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classified research, development and test facilities for the advancement of the 
Nike-Zeus antimissile missile system. 

Section 103 of the proposed bill contains language authorizing construction 
in the amount of $17,500,000 for unforseen and urgent requirements arising 
from new weapons developments, research and development requirements or 
changes in Army missions. This is similar to unspecified authorization con- 
tained in bills for the preceding 2 years, and is designed to provide a degree 
of flexibility to meet emergent needs related to the Nation’s defense. 

Before proceeding to a detailed review of the proposed authorization, I feel 
that it would be helpful to outline by broad categories the content of the Army 
title and to discuss the relationship of these broad categories to the Army’s 
missions and capabilities. 

In formulating the Army’s fiscal year 1961 military construction program, 
we subjected the requests of our field commanders to a searching and critical 
review. During that review we placed major emphasis on those projects which 
related to operational requirements contributing to our immediate ability to 
fight and to support our continuing long-term missions of national defense. 
As a result of that review, the program which the committee now has before 
it represents less than half of the projects submitted by the Army commanders. 

In the main, the new authorizations requested in the proposed bill may be 
classified into the following four major areas: 

(a) Operational requirements to support new or expanded missions.—The 
largest part of the Army’s total request is for projects falling within this 
category. The total of projects of this type comprises 50 percent of the entire 
program, or some $79 million of the requested authorization. Included are 
such projects as additional research and development facilities in the elec- 
tronics field and for the Nike-Zeus missile system, new facilities to meet the 
requirements of the Army’s worldwide strategic communication network, and 
additional facilities for. strengthening the surface-to-air missile defense pro- 
gram both within and outside the United States. 

(b) Operational requirements to support continuing long-term ewvisting mis- 
sions when present facilities have proven inadequate——The portion of the 
program required for such facilities is approximately 17 percent, or $27 million 
of the total request. Representative projects which are included in this eate- 
gory are additional POL facilities for handling combat reserve and operating 
stocks in an overseas area, missile maintenance, assembly and test facilities 
for missile training schools and the final increment of the Signal Corps Research 
and Development Laboratory at Fort Monmouth, N.J. 

(c) Supporting facilities necessary to back up the operational requirements 
cited under the preceding paragraphs (a) and (b).—A lesser amount of the 
program has been devoted to these support projects, $25 million or 16 percent of 
the total request. This category of facilities includes such projects as aircraft 
fueling facilities, expansion of utility systems at various installations both in 
the United States and overseas, additional aircraft maintenance and flight facili- 
ties and additions to the Army’s unit training and academic facilities. 

(d) Finally, the fourth and last major program segment is that of projects for 
replacement of existing facilities which are inadequate for our long-term mission 
requirements and cannot economically be expanded or restored to satisfactory 
eondition. Some 17 percent or $27 million is devoted to such projects and they 
include replacements for obsolescent and uneconomical barracks, bachelor officers 
quarters, chapels, dispensary and dental clinic, and battalion headquarters and 
classrooms. 

These four major program areas which I have just outlined characterize the 
basic facility needs upon which our program has been formulated. They repre- 
sent a natural product of the system of planning, programing, and critical review 
established by the Army for screening its construction requirements. 

This review pattern, within the installations, major commands, and the Army 
staff, has been designed to insure that only the most necessary facilities to sup- 
port our missions and personnel are included. In this connection, we are con- 
tinuing to use the authority granted us by Congress to strengthen our advanced 
planning. Installations master plans and long-range construction programs are 
under continuing refinement. As a result, there exists greater clarity and 
accuracy in the projection of our construction needs than ever before. 

Having outlined the major program areas, with the committee’s permission 
I would like to describe the facilities included in the program before you in 
somewhat more detail by the medium of the nine functional construction 
categories. 
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The first category, “Operational and training facilities,’ includes various types 
of buildings, pavements, and ranges required either in military operations or 
training of individuals or units. Among the projects of this type in the program 
before the committee are an academic facility for the Army’s Ordnance School 
at Aberdeen, Md., communications facilities at 14 installations, including 5 over- 
seas, and training and aircraft operational facilities at several of the Army’s 
school installations. The total requested in this category is $2.1 million. 

The second category, “Maintenance and production facilities,’ includes build- 
ings and facilities for maintenance of all types of equipment and plant used by 
the Army—aircraft, missiles, tanks, guns, motor vehicles, and electronic devices. 
Among the projects in this category are a building modification to support 
aircraft maintenance at Atlanta General Depot, Ga., and aircraft paint shop 
at Sharpe General Depot, Calif., aircraft repair hangars at Fort Meade, Md., 
Fort Rucker, Ala., and Fort Ord, Calif., motor repair and missile maintenance 
shops at installations in the United States and overseas, and various similar 
related maintenance facilities at a number of our other installations. The total 
requested for such projects is $6.8 million. 

Next is the category of “Research and development and test facilities,’ re- 
quired for research and development programs of the Army. This category, 
totaling $36.5 million, is for construction all within the continental United 
States. It includes projects at the Research and Engineering Center for vital 
work of the Quartermaster Corps, a bio-math science building for the Chemical 
Corps at Fort Detrick, Md., environmental test facilities for the Signal Corps 
at the Electronic Proving Ground at Fort Huachuca, Ariz., a medical research 
institute at Fort Knox, Ky., the final increment to complete the Research and 
Development Laboratory at Fort Monmouth, N.J., and a medical research 
nuclear laboratory for the Defense Atomic Support Agency at the Naval Medical 
Center, Maryland. 

Another of the facility categories included in this program is that for “Supply 
facilities.” These may be defined as general and special storage facilities, 
ammunition storage, and field storage. Projects of this nature proposed in 
this program include a storage and service building at Walter Reed Army 
Medical Center, battalion storerooms at Fort Bragg, N.C., ammunition igloos 
at two installations in the United States and two oversea stations plus addi- 
tional petroleum products storage in Korea. The total amount of such facilities 
requested in our program is $3.9 million. 

The next category is “Hospital and medical facilities.” 

This category totals $8.1 million, all of which is for construction within the 
United States except for one project to air condition the Army hospital at 
Okinawa. Included in the request are two hospitals, one for 300 beds at Fort 
Leonard Wood, Mo., and the other for a 75-bed facility at Aberdeen Proving 
Ground, Md. Additionally, this category contains a pharmacy for Madigan 
General Hospital, in the State of Washington, a dispensary and dental clinic 
at Fort Benning, Ga., and modification of the base hospital at Sandia Base, 
N. Mex. 

With regard to the two hospitals included in the program and congressional 
interest in hospital costs exhibited during the last session of Congress, I would 
like to state that the costs of these projects reflect the recent revisions in 
hospital criteria which have been agreed on with the Department of Defense. 
As a result of these revised criteria the Army has been able to effect appreciable 
reduction in the costs of the proposed facilities. 

The next category is “Administrative facilities.” 

This segment of our program is relatively minor in scope this year totaling 
only $3.5 million, all of which, with one exception, is for administrative facilities 
for regimental size units or smaller. Representative projects of this type are two 
battalion headquarters buildings at the Transportation Corps Center, Fort 
Eustis, Va., regimental headquarters at the Infantry School, Fort Benning, Ga., 
and headquarters for one of our strategic communication stations overseas. The 
exception to which I referred is a project for additional conversion of the ware- 
house building in St. Louis, the Mart Building, which houses many administrative 
functions of Army commands and technical service elements in that area. 

The next major category is “Housing and community facilities.” 

This includes all housing—family quarters, bachelor officers quarters, nurses 
quarters and barracks—and all types of community facilities for morale, wel- 
fare, and recreation. This category totals $24 million. Included are 1,760 per- 
manent barracks spaces at permanent stations, and 1,465 semipermanent spaces in 
temporary base-rights areas overseas. In addition, there are 625 permanent 
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bachelor officers spaces in the continental United States and 32 semipermanent 
Spaces at an oversea station, plus 53 units of appropriated fund family quarters, 
to be built at a station where Capehart housing is not feasible. 

The eighth category covers all “Utilities and grounds improvements.” 

These comprise such projects as extensions or improvements of electrical 
systems, heating systems, sewage, and water supply systems, storm drainage, 
roads and rail connections. This category totals $15.9 million. 

The last category is “Real estate.” 

For the acquisition of real property and real property site improvements. Land 
acquisition in the program before you has again been held to an absolute 
minimum. The total amount requested in this category is $80,000, which pro- 
vides for acquisition of some 620 acres of land for two additional flight opera- 
tion areas required at Fort Rucker, Ala., by the Army Aviation School and flight 
clearance easements over 145 acres at Fort Belvoir to lessen the flight hazards 
adjacent to Davison Army Airfield at that station. 

Mr. Chairman, this concludes my summarization of the more important aspects 
of the Army authorization requested in title I. 

With the committee’s permission, I would now like to address myself very 
briefly to a recapitulation of where we stand with respect to previous authoriza- 
tion granted by the Congress and the use of that authorization which we have 
made. 

Last year a chart was used to show this committee in graphic form how success- 
ful the Army had been in reducing the unfinanced authorization. The chart is 
presented to you again this year to show our continued progress in reducing this 
unfinanced authorization that will remain to be carried over into the next fiscal 
year, assuming the authorizations and appropriations that we presently seek for 
fiscal year 1961 are approved. 

This chart covers fiscal years 1959, 1960, and 1961. Fiscal year 1959 started 
with $368 million in unfinanced authorization carried over from 1958 and prior 
years. New authorizations approved by this committee in fiscal year 1959 of 
$310 million plus $13 million in amendments to prior year authorizations and $15 
million in general authorizations brought the total authorization available for 
fiscal year 1959 to $706 million. 

(The chart follows :) 
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For fiscal year 1959, $230 million was appropriated by Congress. As a result 
of this and the rescission of $160 million at the end of fiscal year 1959, a balance 
of $316 million in unfinanced authorization remained to be carried over into the 
current fiscal year 1960. 

For fiscal year 1960 now in progress, Congress authorized $190 million, includ- 
ing $2 million in amendments to prior years authorizations. This with $33 million 
in general authorization makes a total of $589 million available to the Army in 
tiscal year 1960. Congress appropriated $264 million for fiscal year 1960, leaving 
a balance of $275 million in unfinanced authorization for this fiscal year. $71 
million of this carryover authorization will be rescinded at the end of the fiscal 
year, including $17.5 million from last year’s Section 103 emergency authorization, 
which automatically expires. We will, therefore, enter fiscal year 1961 with an 
estimated $204 million of valid but unfinanced authorization. 

To this expected end fiscal year 1960 valid authorization we must then add our 
request for fiscal year 1961 of $158 million plus an increase in certain prior years 
authorizations of approximately $8 million and $25 million in general authoriza- 
tion, for the total authorization of $395 million. Against this authorization, our 
appropriation request for fiscal year 1961 is for $209 million. In fiscal year 1961, 
it is estimated that $127 million in authorizations will be repealed, leaving a bal- 
ance, by the end of fiscal year 1961, of only $59 million in unfinanced valid author- 
ization. A great deal of emphasis has been placed upon reduction of carryover 
authorization. We respectfully invite the attention of the committee to the low 
level achieved as you review our requests for new authorizations in fiscal year 
1961. 

Gentlemen, this concludes my presentation of the proposed military construc- 
tion, Army authorization which is contained in the bill before you. The detailed 
project justifications to support the facilities for which we are requesting 
authorization are contained in three books, including one which is solely for 
classified projects. Sufficient copies have been furnished to the committee 
counsel for each of the committee members. 

With the permission of the committee, I propose to begin the review of the 
program with facilities for the Ordnance Corps followed by those for the other 
technical services, then the armies, and conclude with the oversea theaters. 
This presentation will follow the language of title I. From time to time it may 
be necessary to introduce supporting witnesses as experts in particular fields. 


General Seeman. Mr. Chairman, our request for new construction 
authorization for the active Army for fiscal year 1961 covers projects 
estimated at $158,406,000. This is title I of the bill before you. 

As you know, sir, title VI for the Reserve Forces was heard by Mr. 
Rivers’ subcommittee a week or so ago. 

In addition, Mr. Chairman, the Army requests amendments to 
revious authorization for projects estimated at $8 million, largely 
ecause of rises in the construction cost indexes. 

In a few instances our estimates were just inadequate, sir. 

I won’t take your time to go into detail on the various categories. 

The two highest are for operational and training facilities at $42 
million, and research, development and test facilities at $36.5 million. 

If from our $158 million total is subtracted the $17.5 million for 
emergency and unforeseen authorization, which, as you know, is not 
funded, except by reducing other projects, the resulting authorization 
is only $141 million for line-item projects. 

Truly, this is the lowest level the Army has requested in recent 
years. 

Seventy-six percent of this figure is for projects in the United States, 
the Caribbean, and Okinawa; 24 percent is in oversea base rights 
areas. 

Of the oversea category, $12 million, or 35 percent, is in support 
of the Nike-Zeus missile test program. 
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We have about $8 million for medical facilities, Mr. Chairman, 
which includes hospitals at two of our most important posts: 

The Ordnance School and Proving Ground at Aberdeen, Md., and 
Fort Leonard Wood, one of our major training centers. 

As you know, new hospital criteria now eliminates the expandible 
feature, with consequent reductions in scope and costs of our hospitals. 

Medical support is an important service and morale item. 

Our request contains 3,283 units of Capehart family housing, all in 
the United States and Puerto Rico and 53 units of appropriated-fund 
housing at Fort Greely, Alaska. This is a very modest step consider- 
ing our deficit, most conservatively estimated at 80,000 family housing 
units. 

Mr. Chairman, you highlighted the matter of unfunded authoriza- 
tion yesterday. 

There is a chart in my prepared statement which gives the picture 
for the Army. 

We estimate that we will enter fiscal year 1961 with 204 million of 
valid but unfinanced carryover projects. 

Allowing the estimated new authorization request in this bill, the 
estimated funding we are asking of the Congress and the 127 million 
of authorizations which we estimate will be rescinded at the end of 
the coming fiscal year, we reach an estimated total of $59 million of 
valid unfunded authorization to enter fiscal year 1952. 

This, again, is the lowest we have ever been in recent years. 

This completes my brief statement, Mr. Chairman. 

We have two books of detailed backup sheets, and I will try to 
answer every question or provide the answers that the committee may 
desire. 

The CHatrman. Thank you very much, General. 

And I desire to put in the record, followi ing your statement, the 
breakdown that ri tees in Secretary Bryant’s statement yesterday, 
on pages 6, 7, and 8, giving the percentage that goes for each one of 
the different things that is enumerated in this bill. That will make a 
very, very fine record there. 

(The pages referred to follow:) 


Summary of program objectives contained in title I (Army) 





Amount Percent 








For research, development and test facilities in the continental United States and 
in overseas areas, including $14,300,000 for facilities in support of the Nike-Zeus 
mipenems (lia, ie tlt oss $36, 542,000 | 23.0 

For Nike-Hercules, Hawk, and Missile Master facilities in continental United 
States and overseas areas | 28, 931, 000 | 18.3 

For facilities to support new weapons developments, new research and develop- | 
ment activities. and new mission requirements. __. 17, 500, 000 hy | 

For troop housing in the continental United States and in overseas are: as, to pro- 
vide 3,225 barrack spaces, 657 bachelor officer spaces, and related dining facilities. 14, 870, 000 9.4 

For utilities projects at major installations throughout the United States and in 
Overseas areas. -_-_-_- 12, 622, 000 8.0 

For equipment maintenance and storage facilities at major installations through- 
out the United States and in overseas areas_._.........--..--.----.--..------.- 10, 445, 000 6.6 

For hospita] and medical facilities, including $4,900,000 for a 300-bed hospital at 
Fort Leonard Wood, Mo., and "$1, 700,000 for a 75-bed hospital at Aberdeen | 
Proving Ground, (Ra Re IB apt a a alate ic ate ne pag 8, 071, 000 5.1 

For communications facilities at major installations throughout the United | 
ORS RE TROON HI E5 cic ccc enh Hebdeews desde cin eods backsicnigases 8, 113, 000 5.1 

For facilities to support Army training activities, including $3,300,000 for a train- 
ing building for the Ordnance Schoo] at Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.; and 
$1,500,000 for classrooms and small arms training facilities at major installations 
Ree eae 4, 818, 000 | 3.0 
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Summary of program objectives contained in litle I (Army)—Continued 














Amount Percent 

For airfield and heliport facilities at major installations throughout the United 

States to support the Army’s aviation program $4, 185, 000 2.6 
For community. welfare. and morale facilities. including chapels. post exch: anges. | 

gymnasiums. theaters. libraries. and other community support facilities _ ____- 3, 657, 000 2.3 
For 53 units of appropriated fund family housing at Fort Greely. Alaska.______- 2, 243, 000 1.5 
For facilities other than troop housing. in support of the Army Security Agency 

at installations in overseas areas___ 1, 481, 000 -9 
For construction in support of other essential programs ine luding post engineer 4, 928, 000 3.1 

facilities; conversion of existing structures to meet ventrented of current 

missions; and other related items____..._..--..-...----- - ‘ Geant 4, 928, 000 3.1 





Total_._.. fein 2 ee Spit wda qua cwn ee -| 158, 406, 000 | 100.0 





Analysis of title I (Army) by category—T ype of facilities to be provided 


{Dollar amounts in millions] 























| Zone of Percent | Overseas Percent Total | Percent 
Interior | 
1. Operational and training-_| $32. 4 20.5 $9.7 6.1 $42.1 26. 6 
2. Maintenance. 5.3 3.3 1.5 1.0 6.8 4.3 
3. Research, deve slopme nt, } 

id Ge. co cccc 26.2 16.5 10.3 6.5 36.5 23.0 
errr re . 2.0 1.3 1.9 LS 3.9 2.5 
5. Hospital and medical. ___- A 4.5 1.0 .6 8.1 5.1 
6. Administrative -........-- 3.4 2.1 vi Ja 3.5 2.2 
7. Housing and community.. 18.9 11.9 5.1 3.2 24.0 15.1 
8. Utilities and ground im- 

provements 9.5 6.0 15.8 10.0 
9. Real estate.........- “ a a <a <s 
1D. G00. 168 ic con acccecede la. 17.5 11.1 17.5 11.1 

Webde 2. 122. 5 77.3 | 35.9 22.7 | 158. 4 100. 0 

















The Cuairman. Now, members of the committee, if you will take 
your bill—everyone has a copy of the bill before them—we will pro- 
ceed to read the bill for pi i 

Now, Commander, in presenting this bill—Mr. Kelleher has such 
a bad cold, I am going to ask you to do the reading. Start reading 
the bill. I will tell you when to stop. 

Mr. StattnsHek. Yes, Mr. Chairman. [Reading:] 

Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop military instal- 
lations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 
installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects: 

The CuarrMan. Wait one minute. 

Now, this is on page 3 of the book. Aberdeen Proving Ground is 
on page 3 of your book. I have the pages all marked here. I will 
give the committee the page so they can find these items. 

Read the first one. 

Mr. SLatiInsHEK. Beginning on page 2 of the bill, line 4: 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Training facilities, medical facilities, 
and utilities, $5,121,000. 

General Sreman. In taking up installations of the Ordnance Corps, 
the first installation is the Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md. Its mis- 
sion is to provide facilities for ballistics research, applied research in 
development of ordnance systems, engineering and proof-testing of 
materials and for Ordnance training activities. It is the headquarters 
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for the Ordnance Board. There are three line items requested for 
this station at a total cost of $5,121,000. 

The first line item is for an academic building for $3,321,000. This 
building we will use to conduct career courses for Ordnance officers, 
Widely scattered temporary and makeshift structures are now being 
used. 

An average officer student load of 425 residents, to be trained in the 
proposed facility, now exists, and this load is programed to gradually 
increase to 545 by fiscal year 1965. The classroom space required is 
based upon bulk space, capable of subdivision with flexible partition- 
ing into classrooms of a size and number commensurate with the class 
size and instructional requirements. Maintenance of the existing 
buildings is estimated at $100,000 per year. These will be demolished 
upon approval of this item. 

The second line item is for a station hospital for $1,685,000. This 
hospital of 75 beds will replace a hospital facility consisting of 22 
World War II cantonment-type structures designed for a capacity 
of 380 beds. Existing buildings were erected in 1941 and have passed 
the point where they are economical to maintain. 

The present hospital site is only 4,000 feet distant from the main 
firing front, which is much less than the minimum of 1 mile prescribed 
by regulation. The proposed site will be sufficiently removed from the 
range areas and so located as to provide maximum privacy and accessi- 
bility to the main entrance roads. Continued use of present facilities 
will result in excessive expenditure of maintenance funds. 

The third line item is for a heating plant for the hospital referred to 
above in the amount of $115,000. This item is required to provide 
heating for the hospital in this program. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I suggest to the members of the committee 
that we will read the Ordnance Corps all in its entirety and then we 
will ask questions about any one of the Ordnance Corps. 

All right. 

Mr. Harpy. Everybody has enough information to be able to ask a 
question, haven’t they ? 

The Cuarrman. Wait a minute. 

Then start off with the first one. 

Now, General, tell me the cost per bed at this hospital at Aberdeen. 

General Srrman. This is now a 75-bed hospital, sir, and the esti- 
mated cost of the building is $1,481,000. With all of the site facilities, 
preparation, roads, curbs and utilities, the total cost is $1,685,000, sir. 

The CHarrman. That is about $20,000 a bed, then? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir, in that area. 

- cae aeaTNen Now, how many hospitals are there in here for the 
rmy ¢ 

General SremMan. There are two hospitals, sir, as I mentioned. 

The CHamman. Two. 

Now, my examination of the record shows that the cost per bed 
for each one of the Army hospitals is around $20,000. 

General Sreman. That is correct, sir; less for Fort Leonard Wood. 

The Cuarrman. Now, is that the usual cost of hospital construction 
throughout the country ? 

General Seeman. This is our estimated cost, Mr. Chairman, in ac- 
cordance with the new criteria which has been set by the Department of 
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Defense and the Bureau of the Budget in reviewing the medical facili- 
ties for the Government. 

The Cuatrman. I want to call the committee’s attention: When 
we get to the hospitals provided for the Air Force, it is costing con- 
siderably more per bed, and we will have to get an explanation why 
there is not uniformity in the hospital construction. 

Mr. Kimpay. May I ask General Seeman a question ? 

The CuHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. General, did I understand in your statement that you 
had eliminated the expansion of hospitals and thereby reduced the 
unit cost ? 

General Seeman. This is correct, sir. As a result. of the commit- 
tee’s scrutiny last year and the discussions that occurred at that time, 
that was one of the decisions which was made. 

Mr. Kinpay. Well, in the past, for instance, if you were building 
a 100-bed hospital, you might build the chassis for 200 beds ? 

General Seeman. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kiipay. The committee didn’t take any action directing that 
that not be done in the future, did it? 

General Seeman. That specifically was not directed, sir, but in 
focusing the attention on the cost and the scope of the facilities, this 
was the conclusion which was generally concurred in. 

Mr. Kixpay. It would be rather poor economy in some instances, 
wouldn’t it be, General ? 

General Sreman. I would hesitate to speak of it as economy, sir. 
Toa certain extent we were hoisted on our own petard. 

Mr. Kitpay. You just went too far with it? 

General Seeman. The expansible feature—while it was justified 
on the basis of an emergency need, many of those facilities in that 
expansion area were actually needed for modern medicine to handle 
our tremendous volume of people that are treated in an outpatient 
clinic. 

Mr. Kirpay. Did it sort of get to be a policy of always providing 
for additional space, whether a proper consideration of the individual 
post would be justified or not? Did you get into that kind of a 
habit ? 

General Serman. Yes, sir. At the major posts, is where the places 
are where we did try for the expansible area. There was some scaling 
for different posts and different missions. 

Mr. Kixpay. Now, you are not getting into the exact opposite 
position of failing to build a larger chassis where there is a reason- 
able expectation and need for additional beds ? 

General Seeman. To answer you completely truthfully, sir, there 
is some fear among our people that are programing hospitals that 
this is the case. 

Mr. Kirpay. I would think so, too, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the General a question on 
hospitals ? 

Last year, General, the Public Works bill carried an amendment 
extending the life of the authorization and appropriation for a hos- 
pital at Fort Jackson. 

General Seeman. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Can you give us any light on the present status of 
that ? 
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General Seeman. It is on the list of hospitals and on the list of 
stations where we need a modern medical facility, sir. 

However, the priority and the program of our construction in the 
Army has been such that we just haven’t been able to accord it 
funding priority, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You got the money. The money is earmarked. The 
law extended the life of the appropriation which under the law would 
expire without an amendment, doing that. 

eneral Seeman. That 

Mr. Rivers. What else do you need, somebody in the Army to say 

they need it? 
eneral Seeman. We have the authorization, sir 

Mr. Rivers. You got the money. 

General Srrman. At one time, several years ago, it was appropri- 
ated for. However, when the time came to start design, the design 
apportionment was withheld pending further study. 

As you say, the authorization has been extended, but as I said 
previously, we have not been able to program the funds for construc- 
tion because of the priority and the overall shortness of our MCA 
program. 

The CHatrman. It looks like, to me, that when the Congress ap- 
propriates money for any item, Congress intends that the money be 
spent. It is just as fundamental as that. 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a second. 

Mr. Becker. Excuse me, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. You have something to say on that? 

Mr. Becker. You go right ahead, Mr. Rivers. I will come in in 
time. 

Mr. Rivers. No, I just wanted to explore that a little further. 

Mr. Becker. Go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. General, here is what I don’t understand: 

Down at Fort Jackson—this is the recruit base for North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia and Florida? 

(General Seeman nods.) 

Mr. Rivers. Now, the health of a recruit is just as important as 
the health of somebody up at Aberdeen Proving Grounds? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. An American is an American, and a recruit requires 
more hospitalization. And everybody who is anybody concurs with 
you that they need it down at Fort Jackson. 

I have no flesh and blood there, but if I did, you would hear a 
little more. 

I just don’t understand the indifference of the U.S. Army to any 
installation, particularly one that Congress has singled out. And I 
just don’t understand it. 

Now, if you are going to close up Fort Jackson, I think we ought 
to know it. But there must be some reason they are reluctant to 
spend that money for something that everybody agrees they need. 

Of course, you don’t make the policy. But a dog can bring a bone, 
I figure, and carry on. 

The Cuatrman. Mrs. St. George. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, let me finish. 
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I wish you would find out. 

General Seeman. You have stated the case admirably for the hos- 
pitals at our training installations. Fort Leonard Wood, which we 
have in this bill, is also one of the major training installations. Fort 
Jackson is also well utilized. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the difference between Fort Leonard Wood 
and Fort Jackson ? 

General Seeman. Just the condition of the older hospital and the 
fact that there has been a substantial amount of construction placed 
there by authority of the Congress and the higher authorities, that it 
stands higher on the priority list than Fort Jackson at the present, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I guess the two-party system is larger in that State. 

The Cramman. Thank you very much. Mrs. St. George. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorar. Mr. Chairman. 

General, I would like to ask you a question on that same subject, and 
that is: What is the future of Castle Point in New York State? 

I am getting a great deal of mail on that subject, and I know that 
the veterans are very much interested in the future of that hospital. 
I know it was originally a tuberculosis hospital. Now, what they 
have done—of course, we all know tuberculosis, thank goodness, is 
not as prevalent as it used to be. They have set aside 20 beds in 
this hospital for general medical, and they are holding them down 
to that 20-bed ratio, which is extremely unreasonable. 

Now, a lot of people would like to go and should be hospitalized 
as general medical cases. They are told that they can’t go to Castle 
Point because the 20 beds are full. On the other hand, there is a lot 
of empty space in that hospital. And if there is any reason and if 
the hospital is going to be abandoned, which we suspect, I think we 
should be told about it. I have written the Department several times, 
and I am always told, “Oh, no, Castle Point is going to remain where 
it is, as it is.” 

But the signs are that it is gradually being abandoned. 

General Seeman. I must confess complete ignorance to the aware- 
ness of Castle Point. 

The CrHatrrman. Get some information and see if you can answer 
Mrs. St. George 

General Seeman. We shall be very happy to. 

The CHatrman. —her question positively. 

(It was ascertained that this is a veterans’ hospital over which the 
Army has no jurisdiction.) 

Now, are there any questions from any members on Aberdeen? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Harpy. Go ahead. 

Mr. Becker. May I just inquire? 

The Cramman. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. I would like to get into this one point. 

Mr. Kilday raised the point—I know he didn’t intend it, but he sort 
of left me up in the air. 

The General gave two answers on both sides of his question. One 
was that heretofore it seemed like you are going too far in building 
the chassis between a need, that might never be required. Then on the 
other hand, to the other question, you said maybe now, and you had 
a fear that we were not doing enough. 
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Well, where does this need come in or this answer? Is this just in 
the mind of man? Because in most of the problems that came before 
the committee this year there was the mind that did not have enough 
and the mind where there was enough or too much. 

Now, where are we going to go with this thing? Are we going to get 
somewheres that we know ? 

Here is a fixed base at Aberdeen, is it ? 

General Srrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brecker. We know what potential there is at Aberdeen; do we 
not ! 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Well, can’t we get a better answer to the question that 
Mr. Kilday propounded, that this is needed at Aberdeen, rather than 
your fear that this may not be enough now, and we are restricting it 
too much now ¢ 

It seems to me there ought to be something more to base an answer 
on, rather than the different minds of men. I guess we better join the 
space outfit, General, in answers like this. 

General Seeman. You put it very well. There are two sides to 
every question. First, there is the question as to what will be our mo- 
bilization requirements. This, as you know, is a moot question at this 
time. 

Second, the Congress, in spotlighting this thing, mentioned the pos- 
sibility that some of our attainments were plush. That has to be 
looked at. 

Third, the program which was approved by the Congress last year 
has three hospitals in it. We are now building those or planning to 
obligate that money this year, to see how much unit costs will be. 

Fourth, there was a statement that the military requirements on a 
post at an isolated area cannot be compared exactly with the hospital 
requirements in a city, since people were comparing the Hill-Burton 
hospitals with our hospitals. So there is a feeling that while we may 
be eliminating space needed for outpatients, for dental care, for phar- 
macy, and so forth, there is a possibility that we will need to retain in 
service some portions of the older hospitals and these ancillary facili- 
ties that we had hoped to have under one roof. That is it in a nutshell. 

Mr. Becker. Now, if that is the case, then why do you express the 
fear, then, General, that now we may not be doing enough? If you 
can maintain some of these other buildings without having to build 
it all in one building, where you are building it at the cost of $20,000 
per bed—Why do you have to have all these facilities, including out- 
patient care, in a great big hospital facility? Why do you have to 
have that ? 

General Seeman. The general principle, sir, of replacing the old 
mobilization, high-maintenance facilities under one roof, in general, is 
more economical. 

Mr. Becker. Well, that may be true. It may be more economical. 
But I am getting back to this question of need as propounded by Mr. 
Kilday in his two questions, in which you gave two different answers. 

General Seeman. Correct. 

The CHatrman. Well, General, examine the record and just try 
to hit one nail on the head atatime. [Laughter]. 

Mr. Brecxer. I think, Mr. Chairman, that will be necessary if we 
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are to reach any conclusions on it. We are going all through these 
things on other items in the book. 

Mr. Kizpay. I am not quite as critical of the General’s answers. I 
was actually rather well satisfied with it. 

(Mr. Becker laughing.) 

Mr. Kizpay. From your response to Mr. Becker, it now appears that 
in addition to eliminating the expansion factor 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. You may have eliminated such as pharmacy, out- 
patient facilities and things of that kind. I don’t mean you are 
eliminating them at all hospitals, but perhaps one in one instance 
and another or several in some other instances. 

General Seeman, We have had to contract or to condense drastically 
the core of the hospital, as opposed to the ward space. 

Mr. Kinpay. Yes. 

General Sreman. And with modern medicine, with the modern 
drugs—this isn’t medicine, but it is a fact, that with the number of 
children and dependents, the volume of your outpatient and your 
clinical and your X-rays and all of the various clinics that we have 
in modern medicine is tremendous. Bed patients alone are not the 
serious problem, 

Mr. ae. The thing that costs you the money are the other 
things that you are speaking of ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And if you have the chassis so you can expand the 
number of beds, you do in the end vastly reduce the cost per bed; isn’t 
that correct, General ? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir, in the end. 

Mr. Kixpay. I can appreciate the fact that you ought not at every 
hospital contemplate an expansion. Where it is reasonably indicated 
to be necessary, I think it is sound economy to try and plan for it. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay,. It may be, Mr. Chairman—we have two hospitals—— 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. We can develop what the plans were when they were 
originally submitted for the expansion factor, or not, and that sort 
of thing. 

You see, the thing that troubles me is that some of the things that 
were said and done here last year, and I think more especially probably 
in the Senate than here, has led the Department to a conclusion, and 
I think we ought to get the whole thing on the record this time to 
avoid perhaps an improper conclusion next time. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Kelleher, will you read what the Senate report 
relating to hospitals is? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Actually, it appears in two places, in the Senate report and in the 
Conference report. 

The Senate report says: 





Concerning hospital construction, the Department of Defense has this to say: 

“Costs of military hospitals cannot be equitably compared with published 
costs of civilian hospitals because of a number of variables. Some of these 
variables include (1) method of figuring areas; (2) items included in the 
reported costs such as design costs, equipment costs, administrative costs, and 
costs of donated equipment. 
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“Military hospitals differ from civilian hospitals in the following respects: 
(1) expandable feature; (2) longer treatment period per patient requires addi- 
tional facilities such as occupational therapy, morale and welfare departments; 
(3) flight surgeon’s department; (4) public health activities; (5) larger storage 
space to provide emergency and mobilization medical supplies; (6) space for 
instruction of technicians. 

“In addition to the above, military construction is subject to more stringent 
procurement regulations which provide for more detailed specifications, inspec- 
tion, and testing. Also, contracts provide for minimum wage rate set by the 
Department of Labor. Military projects are generally located in more or less 
isolated areas where suitable labor is not easily obtainable, thus causing 
premiums to be paid. 

“With reference to comparable costs of civilian hospitals with those indicated 
in the fiscal year 1960 military construction program, Redstone Arsenal is a 
conversion project and as such, a comparative analysis would not be feasible. 
The hospital at Roosevelt Roads, P.R., is in the same category, since it is to be 
constructed on existing foundations. In the Air Force listing, Clark Air Force 
Base and Lakenheath-Mildenhall Area, United Kingdom, are overseas projects 
and comparative analyses are impractical. 

“For the remaining projects where comparisons might be feasible, costs of 
28 comparative civilian hospitals have been noted. Paradoxically, these vary 
from $22.60 per square foot for a 100-bed hospital to $40.50 per square foot for 
a 220-bed hospital. These represent community hospitals (built with the aid of 
Hill-Burton funds) with prices adjusted to October 1958 as obtained from 
Public Health Service records. These prices include construction costs, equip- 
ment, design, inspection, and administrative costs. To make these costs com- 
parable with the fiscal year 1960 program, approximately 5 percent should be 
added, but since military hospital prices do not include certain items of expend- 
able equipment included in the above costs we might consider this a standoff.” 


Then the committee goes on, Mr. Chairman, for about a page. 
Shall I read it? 

That was the Department speaking there. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener (reading) : 


The committee agrees that it is most difficult to compare military hospital costs 
with the costs of civilian hospitals; perhaps for the reasons stated above, but 
also because civilian hospital costs made available to this committee include the 
entire package which includes all collateral equipment ; in other words, the overall 
cost of a hospital ready to operate. The committee found it difficult to compare 
costs of one military hospital with another. In this regard, the Department of 
Defense has advised that requirements vary at each location. Hospital designs 
are tailormade to suit each mission, and there is no consistency in all the features. 
For example, hospital designs with expandible chassis cost more per square foot 
or per bed than hospitals in which all the beds are provided initially. Also 
hospitals designed for special purposes generally cost more per bed and per foot 
than general purpose hospitals. 

The costs per square foot submitted by the military departments were based 
only on the cost of the building structure and did not include utilities or movable 
equipment. For the purpose of the above comparisons, the committee included 
utilities in the overall costs, although no provision was made for movable equip- 
ment. Certainly utilities are an integral part of the original cost of the hospital 
and should be so included. Due to the lack of sufficient information in the 
variance of the type of movable equipment that might be installed in a military 
and civilian hospital, no effort was made to include in the above computations 
the cost of such equipment, which for example, in the case of the Clinton County 
hospital amounts to an estimated $78,000. 

In order to show as nearly comparable figures as possible between the military 
and civilian hospital costs, the committee has deleted from cost computations 
space and costs allocated for dental clinics in military hospitals, even though 
these costs go to make up the total cost of the project. 

Figures made available to the committee from independent reliable sources 
disclose that the New Washington Medical Center in Washington, D.C., reputed 
to be one of the most modern hospitals in the country, costs less per bed, exclusive 
of movable equipment, but inclusive of a nurses’ quarters, than several of those 
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requested in this bill. Under the Hill-Burton Act, the average construction 
costs for the last 4 months of 1958 for hospital construction amounted to $19,500 
per bed. By way of explanation, this figure includes everything for a complete 
operating hospital. The range of costs under the Hill-Burton Act were from 
$12,860 per bed to $22,840 per bed. The costs per square foot ranged from 
$14.53 to $84.37. This again, includes a complete hospital ready to operate. 
The committee has been informed that most excellent facilities and construction 
can be obtained for $31.06 per square foot. From private sources, it has been 
ascertained that the rule of thumb for hospital construction in some Southern 
States is $10,000 per bed. 

It may be seen from these comparisons that the estimated costs of proposed 
construction of military hospitals are excessive when compared to civilian 
hospitals, even allowing for special military requirements. The committee feels 
that this is attributable, at least in part, to the excessive use of refinements, 
superfluous equipment, and overloading of criteria which are not essential to 
the welfare of the patients. It is the desire of the committee that military 
personnel and their dependents be provided the best of medical and hospital 
facilities in every respect; however, hospital construction must be on a more 
modest basis. 

Later on, Mr. Chairman, this committee and the Senate committee 
agreed on a general lower cost for all of the hospitals in the program, 
and most of them were subsequently funded. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Now, are there any questions from any member of the committee 
with regard to Aberdeen ? 

Mr. Harpy. I have a procedural question, Mr. Chairman. 

I would just like to ask the General why the heating plant is set 
up as a separate item, instead of being included with the other items 
listed in the book. 

General Seeman. The location of the heating plant in the post will 
be determined, Mr. Hardy, by its relation to the master plan and the 
utilities on the post. Sometimes it is included in the structure and 
sometimes it is out. For the purposes of these two stations, it is out, 
and one of the reasons is to be able to compare the hospital structure 
as a structure solely. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I notice you have included in the hospital cost, 
or rather on your hospital sheet, utilities, such as—you have even 
got your sewer, storm sewer, water service, electrical, and telephone, 
all that business, but you have the heating plant separately. 

Now, if you add the cost of the heating plant to the costs shown 
on the first sheet, you get an average cost per bed of about $24,000. 

I just wondered why it was separated. That was all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Thank you very much. 

Without objection, Aberdeen item is approved. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. Now, our colleague from California, Mr. Cohelan, 
has an amendment that he desires to offer. 

Mr. ConeEtan. I have an amendment to propose, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Because the bill is written in that form. 

Mr. StatrnsHeK. Proposed amendment to H.R. 10220. 

Page 2, between lines 5 and 6, insert: “Benicia Arsenal, California. 
Utilities, $337,000.” 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Cohelan, tell the committee what it is about. 

Mr. Conetan. Well, Mr. Chairman, the Benicia Arsenal in Cali- 
fornia is one of two remaining facilities in California which are 
contributing to very serious pollution of San Francisco Bay. And 
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you recall that last year we offered an amendment for a sewage treat- 
ment plant at Treasure Island, which this committee very kindly 
approved. This is merely an extension of this same type of thing, 
although the cost is considerably less. 

There has been a great deal of agitation in the area because of 
the fact that the military has been contributing to pollution of the 
bay, and in California we have a law, a pollution law which bans 
this sort of thing, and our military installations have been con- 
tributing to it. 

The Cuatrman. I have examined this amendment, and following 
the principle we did with reference to Treasure Island, I think we 
are on sound ground in trying to keep the waters of the bay from 
being polluted on account of the military installations. It not only 
applies to this base but wherever the Government contributes, we 
should try to correct. it. 

I might say that this is not in Mr. Cohelan’s district. This is up 
in Mr. Baldwin’s district. So he is merely presenting it because he 
happens to be one of the five members from California, or six mem- 
bers from California on the committee. And of course whenever we 
have anything about California, we have plently of advocates here. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Now, read the next line. 

Mr. SLaTINsHEK. Beginning on line 6, page 2: 

Blue Grass Ordnance Depot, Kentucky: Utilities and ground im- 
provements, $353,000. 

General Seeman. The mission here is to receive, store, and distrib- 
ute ogni supplies and ammunition. 

The only line item requested is for “Physical security facilities” 
in the amount of $353,000. 

This project is required to provide adequate protection for the stor- 
age of classified ammunition items, in accordance with the require- 
ments of existing security regulations, and protect information affect- 
ing the national defense of the United States. Consists of chain link 
fencing, anti-intrusion system around 100 existing igloos. Also in- 
cludes necessary extension to existing roads and utility systems. 

In the event this item is not approved and is delayed, a minimum 
of nine guard posts must be Ait at all times in order to afford ade- 
quate protection for these items at an estimated cost of $225,000 
annually. If the requested item is approved, only three guard posts 
are required to be manned at a cost of $75,000 inti This is 
an annual saving of $150,000. In addition, as a minimum, the entire 
area must be lighted at an estimated cost of approximately $72,000. 

The Cuarrman. Now, that is on page 9. 

Any questions in regard to Blue Grass Ordnance? 

(No response.) 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. SuatinsHeK. Line 8: Picatinny Arsenal, N.J.: Research, de- 
velopment, and test facilities, $850,000. 

General Seeman. The mission here is research and development of 
ordnance-type items and industrial support functions, including man- 
facture of some of the items developed. 

There are two line items at this station totaling $850,000. 

The first line item is for an addition to “Explosives and propellants 
research laboratories” in the amount of $250,000. 








’ 


fol 
me 
ele 
re’ 


an 


Anew 








eat- 
dly 


ing, 


the 
ans 
on- 


ing 


‘om 
nly 


up 

he 
m- 
we 
re, 


r'- 
"e- 
t- 


ts 








2795 


This facility is required to provide several individual laboratories 
for scientific research on explosives under modern safety and equip- 
ment conditions. This new facility will provide separate office space, 
electronic alarm systems, fume hoods capable of withstanding the 
explosive effect, and incorporating blowout panels at the back to 
release explosive effects to the outside; and will be limited to one sto 
to fpr wins accumulation of fumes. The following specific researc 
and development programs require the new facility: 

i} Study of explosive state ; 

2) Synthesis, assessment and exploitation of explosives ; 

(3) Nucleonic studies on explosives ; 

(4) Propellant research and development ; 

(5) Ordnance Corps projects in atomic energy field-evaluation 
phase ; and 

(6) Research on explosives and pyrotechnic fuse components. 

This research is for Army, Air Force, and Atomic Energy 
Commission. 

The second line item is for an addition to the Plastics Research 
Laboratory in the amount of $600,000. 

This item is required to provide additional facilities necessary to 
support the following research and development programs: 

(a) Basic research on plastics; 

(6) Ordnance structural materials ; 

(c) Lightweight construction materials ; 

(d) High-temperature materials; and 

(e) Armor materials. 

Existing facilities consist of a converted garage building, which 
houses molding and fabrication equipment; and a small laboratory 
building, for which this item proposes addition. There are no other 
existing facilities that could be made available more economically to 
satisfy this requirement; and a complete new facility is estimated to 
cost approximately one million dollars. 

The Cuarrman. That is on page 12. 

Any questions? 

( No response. ) 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Statrnsuexk. Line 10: Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Op- 
erational facilities, $369,000. 

General SreMan. 

This mission of this depot is to receive and store general supplies 
and ammunition. Issues items related to missiles to all installations 
west of the Mississippi and in the Pacific. Only one line-item is re- 
quested, “Special weapons support facility” in the amount of $369,000. 

This project will supplement the existing interim facility, which 
has limited capabilities. The existing facilities at the installation will 
be utilized in connection with this operation, to the maximum extent 
possible. Due to the specialized nature of the work, certain facilities 
must be specially designed for this operation. It is estimated that it 
would cost in excess of $1 million to construct an entirely new facility. 
Other justification is classified and is included in separate submission. 

There are no excess facilities within the geographical area which 
could meet this requirement. 

The Cuatrman. That ison page 18. 
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Any objection to that item ? 

Mr. Bray. Let’s see what it is. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Siatinsuek. Line 12: Redstone Arsenal, Ala.: Community 
facilities and utilities, $1 million. 

General Seeman. This installation is responsible for management 
of the Army’s rocket, guided missile, and ballistic missile systems and 
is the home of the Army Ordnance Guided Missile School. There are 
three line items requested at this station at a total cost of $1 million. 

The first line item is for a fire and rescue station at the installation’s 
airfield for $82,000. This project will provide a shelter and operations 
point for fire apparatus required during all takeoffs and landings of 
aircraft. 

Construction of a fire station at the arsenal airfield is necessary 
to house firefighting apparatus and crews. The presence of the fire- 
fighting sppetates nt a crew is required at the airfield to comply 
with aircraft crash rescue regulations. Until a station is constructed 
at the airfield, it will be necessary to dispatch firetrucks from existing 
fire stations on the arsenal, a distance of 2 to 5 miles, to meet incoming 
planes. After completion of this project, crews will be stationed 
permanently at the airfield and expensive operation of heavy equip- 
ment from existing station to the airfield daily will no longer be 
required. 

The second line item is an extension of Martin Road at a cost of 
$743,000. 

Construction of additional road is essential to relieve the serious 
traflic congestion on existing roads, especially Patton Road from inter- 
section of Martin Road to city of Huntsville. The average 24-hour 
traflic count for entering and leaving the installation has increased 
from 5,022 in January 1952 to 50,662. The count for Patton Road 
alone, for the same period, has increased from 1,250 to 34,599. The 
congested conditions are hazardous, especially during peak periods 
when vehicles are forced to travel bumper-to-bumper. Baily report- 
ing time is staggered over a period of 60 minutes a.m. and p.m., in 
an effort to relieve congestion; employees participate in “share the 
ride” and car pool transportation methods encouraged by this instal- 
lation, but the critical condition still exists and is becoming more 
critical daily. 

The third line item is for water storage at a cost of $175,000. 

This includes the construction of three water tanks of 600,000- 
gallon total capacity with connecting waterlines, security lighting 
and telemetering circuits. 

This addition to the water storage capacity is required in the arsenal 
domestic water system for the overall support of the existing facil- 
ities. The new storage tanks and reservoir will be located in areas 
where domestic water must be used for fire demands because industrial 
water is not available. It is not economically feasible to install new 
mains to and throughout these areas when, to meet the required flow 
and pressure, the installing of domestic water storage will suffice. 
Also, this project will boost the pressure in the domestic waterlines 
that serve residential areas. - 

The Cuatrman. That is on page 20. 
Any inquiry ? 








ities 


dist 


the 


wit 
and 


age 





yf 


me OD 


+n @ 


Oo KY 


oe 


Ve 


ON = 2 et 








2797 


oe response. ) 
he CuarrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsueK. Line 14: Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oreg.: Util- 
ities and ground improvements, $319,000. 

General Sreman. The mission of this depot is to receive, store, and 
distribute strategic materials, including ammunition and critical 
General Services Administration materials. 

Only one line is requested, namely physical security facilities in 
the amount of $319,000. 

This project involves the enclosing of 100 existing igloo magazines 
with a chain line fence and with guardhouse, anti-intrusion system 
and extensions to existing roads and _ utilities. 

This project is required to provide adequate protection for the stor- 
age of classified ammunition items in accordance with the requirements 
of existing security regulations and to protect information affecting 
the national defense of the United States. 

In the event this item is not approved and is delayed, a minimum of 
nine guard posts must be manned at all times in order to afford ade- 
quate protection for these items, at an estimated cost of $225,000 an- 
nually. Ifthe requested item is approved, only three guard posts are 
required to be manned, at a cost of $75,000 annually. This is an annual 
saving of $150,000. In addition, as a minimum, the entire area must 
be lighted at an estimated cost of approximately $88,000. 

The Cuarman. That is on page 24. 

Any objection to that item ? 

(No response.) 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Statrnsuek. Line 16: Watertown Arsenal, Mass.: Research, 
development and test facilities, $1,849,000. 

General Sreman. The main mission of this installation is support 
effort devoted to development, engineering and manufacture of rocket 
and missile launchers (surface-to-surface) and special weapons. It 
also does basic and supporting research on ferrous metals and alloys; 
uranium, baryllium, and other metals and materials. 

There are three line items requested totaling $1,849,000. 

The first line item is “Physical metallurgy facilities” in the amount 
of $275,000. 

By renovation of undeveloped portion of an existing building space 
will be provided for basic and applied research in physical metallurgy 
on ultra-high-strength sautorials This requires complex experimen- 
tal equipment and techniques such as X-ray diffraction, internal fric- 
tion, crystallography equipment to study the microstructure of the 
materials. Currently used facilities are insufficient and scattered and 
the absolute necessity for utilizing high vacuum techniques requires 
that the physical metallurgy facilities be consolidated to attain both 
efficient operation and increased research potential so necessary to as- 
sure develonment and exploitation of new high strength materials. 
The present facilities will be retained in research where high vacuum 
and temperatures are not required. Rehabilitation of existing areas 
could not be accomplished incorporating all required facilities without 
increase in floor area such as is considered in this project. 

Construction of this facility will provide savings in the form of in- 
creased efficiency of operations resulting in improved productivity 
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effecting direct savings of $25,000 to $35,000 per year by the reduction 
of need for external contracts to obtain data and other technical in- 
formation not obtainable within the arsenal. 

The second line item is modification of building 292 to a laboratory 
at a cost of $1,041,000. This will consolidate various facilities con- 
cerned with radioactive materials and will connect the building with 
the research nuclear reactor recently installed adjacent. Facility is 
required to provide adequate supporting laboratories and work areas 
to conduct its research programs in problems of ordnance materials. 
These programs are ap Vied and basic research in the physical sciences, 
particularly in the field of solid state physics, physical metallurgy, 
physical chemistry, and crystal chemistry. 

The interconnecting of building 292 with the nuclear reactor will 
pearl, in addition to the essential minimum operation area, a central 

aboratory for conducting programs using the nuclear reactor as a 
tool and for related programs, experimental and theoretical, using 
other techniques, such as nuclear and paramagnetic resonance spec- 
trometry, X-ray diffraction, and electron microscopy. At this time, 
the above activities are scattered in building 39 and in all cases there 
is inadequate space and no room for expansion. These laboratories 
will release floor space within the reactor shell, thus allowing maxi- 
mum utilization of the experimental facilities of the nuclear reactor. 

The third line item is to convert building 312 to a laboratory costing 
$533,000. 

This involves conversion of a portion of this existing permanent 
type industrial building to use by beryllium and uranium research 
and development facilities. Extreme toxic hazards of beryllium and 
mildly radioactive hazards of uranium requires unique ventilation and 
filtering control, smooth hard surfaces on floors, walla and ceiling, all 
with rounded corners and of fireproof construction. 

This facility is needed to conduct research and development of 
ductile beryllium metal and beryllium and uranium alloy for use as 
load-carrying members of military items. 

The present facilities are various scattered temporary facilities, 
inefficient, unsafe and not designed for this research work. 

A new research and development facility which will permit de- 
velopment of and/or refinement of processing techniques to provide 
ductile beryllium as well as development of beryllium alloy which 
will have even more desirable properties for particular application 
is more urgently required. The phenomenal strength/weight. ratio 
with the extremely high modulus of elasticity make the material of 
paramount concern to ordnance. 

Present Ordnance uses of beryllium are limited to selected usage in 
non-load-carrying members, and its use in load-carrying members 
where its full potentialities. can be utilized can only be realized from 
intensive research and development activity. During the past sev- 
eral months extensive uranium facilities and capabilities have been 
developed on a crash basis for urgently required research and de- 
velopment components on special weapons. The AEC uranium alloys 
program is not geared to. development of structural materials. 

The Cuarrman. That is on page 27. 

Any objection to that item ¢ 

(No response. ) 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Line 18: White Sands Missile Range, N. Mex.: 
Operational facilities and utilities, $1,233,000. 

General Seeman. The next installation is White Sands Missile 
Range, N. Mex. 

The mission of this installation is to execute all technical and engi- 
neering responsibilities connected with flight testing of guided 
missiles, soca and other munitions, Two line items are being re- 
quested totalling $1,233,000. 

The first line item is a telephone exchange building in the amount 
of $273,000. 

This building is required to house, under one roof, the telephone 
exchange, communication center, Army Security Agency, and the 
Army Ordnance Missile Command network, 

This facility is urgently required to house a central dial telephone 
exchange with its related activities. The exchange will initially serve 
4,500 rs, tema lines, but: will eventually expand to a 6,000-line system. 
The related activities necessary for operation include cryptographic 
center, classified telecon room, Army Security Agency operations sec- 
tion, telephone equipment repair activities, 8-position local switch- 
board, commercial telegraph facilities, cable vaults, battery storage 
rooms, and post signal administration functions. 

There are no facilities available at WSMR that could be utilized 
in their present condition, or could be expanded or rehabilitated to 
house the required communication facilities. The existing buildings 
will be demolished to make way for permanent post expansion. 

The second line item is “Electric power for range instrumentation” 
at a cost of $960,000. 

This involves running a 68-mile transmission line from the station 
to the various instrumentation sites to replace portable engine-driven 
generators. This type of power is not desirable because the equi 
ment which uses this power is extremely sensitive to voltage and cycle 
regulation and, in many cases, elaborate voltage regulation equipment 
has been installed to render the power usable. Because of verse 
weather conditions caused by severe sand storms and high desert tem- 
perature, generator failure is quite common. In many cases, addi- 
tional standby generators must be provided to insure against power 
failure. Because of all of these conditions, generator maintenance 
is very high. Commercial power is more reliable and is far more 
economical (12 mills per kilowatt hour) than generator power (20 
cents per kilowatt hour) which, based upon present estimated yearly 
consumption of 1,900,000 kilowatt hours, would result in a savings of 
$357,000 per year to the Government. The obtaining of missile flight 
data is join upon a reliable source of power. If commercial 
power is provided, existing generators will be declared excess or 
used at the range stations for standby use. 

The Cuarrman. That is on page 36. 

Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I think it would be wise if you tell 
what page it is on, so we could see it before it is over. 

The CHatrman. All right, good. 

Now, I want Mr. Kelleher to put into the record, behind each one 
of these installations, what this book contains about it, where it is not 
dealt with by the witness. 
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Mr. Kevrener. I will do that. 
The Cuarrman. I want all that put in the record. 
Mr. Ketiener. It will be, sir. 
The Cuarrman. So the record will show each one of them. 
Now, Commander, when you read out—lI will call them out first, 
Now, we approved the Ordnance Corps’ authorization. 
Now, the Quartermaster Corps—— 
Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman. 
The Cuarrman. Fort Lee is on page 47. 
Mr. Slatinshek, aside to the 4 an at 

he CuHarrman. All right, you read that. You have the page 
numbers. 

Mr. SLATINSHER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, you read them. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. On page 2 of the bill, line 21, “Fort Lee, Va.: 
Administrative facilities and utilities, $577,000.” 

The Cuatrman. No, no, I mean the page of the book. 

: Mr. StatinsHeK. This item appears on page 47 of your backup 
ook. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Sreman. Fort Lee is the seat of the Quartermaster Train- 
ing Command which exercises control over all Quartermaster Corps 
training activities in the field. Two line items are being requested 
totaling $577,000. 

The first line item is for two battalion headquarters and storeroom 
buildings for $214,000. 

This item is required to provide permanent administrative and 
supply facilities for quartermaster battalion headquarters and head- 
quarters detachments. 

These facilities will support troop units in existing permanent 
barracks, and barracks which are aster construction. 

Temporary administrative buildings are not located in close prox- 
imity to these permanent structures as they were demolished as part 
of the troop housing project. 

The proposed facilities will be centrally located within the re- 
spective housing area, which will provide closer staff supervision and 
coordination of assigned units. The temporary buildings, which are 
being utilized as headquarters buildings, are ‘World War II tempo- 
rary-type structures located approximately 0.5 mile from the perma- 
nent barracks. These temporary buildings have inadequate heating 
a percent efliciency—no ventilation systems, and poor 

ighting. 

f this item is not provided, the command and administrative 
= will be separated from assigned units, resulting in reduced 
efficiency. 

The ala line item is for conversion of heating plant and ex- 
tension to gas distribution lines, costing $363,000. 

This involves the conversion of eight low-pressure steam boilers 
from hand-fired coal to automatic combination gas-oil fired plants, 
and one steam stoker fired to gas fired. 

The conversion of 9 existing heating plants will service 13 existing 
buildings which will be retained in the long-range program. These 





buildings are presently heated with hand-fired coal-fueled 100-horse- 
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power fire-tube steam boilers which are being serviced by civilian fire- 
men. It is estimated that the cost of converting will be amortized in 36 
months on the savings realized from operating labor, fuel, and main- 
tenance. If conversion is not accomplished, repairs to operate the 
existing plants in the amount of $79,000 are required. The requested 
extension of gas distribution lines from A Avenue to the shop area 
is required to serve the permanent facilities constructed in the fiscal 
years 1956, 1957, 1958, and 1959 MCA programs. 

The CuHatrman. Without objection, Fort Lee is agreed to. 

Mr. StatinsueK. Line 23, “Atlanta General Depot, Ga.: Mainte- 
nance facilities, $365,000.” 

Mr. Bray. What page? 

Mr. StatinsHeK. This item appears on page 44. 

The Cuarrman. Let me read the page. 

Mr. Ketiener. Give the page first, Frank. 

Mr. SiatrnsHex. Mr. Chairman, I will give the page number first 
and then identify the line in the bill. 

The Cuarrman. Leave out the line in the bill. 

Mr. Statinsuek. All right, sir. 

General Seeman. For the Atlanta General Depot, Ga., only one 
line item is being requested. This line item is to convert building 
S-922 to Aircraft maintenance shop, costing $365,000. 

This facility is required to provide fourth echelon maintenance 
for 618 aircraft assigned to installations within 3d Army, and addi- 
tional 3d echelon supply support for 60 aircraft cross-service agree- 
ment to installations nearest Atlanta General Depot. 

The mission was expanded July 1, 1958, to include fourth echelon 
maintenance. The original mission was for backup support only. 

Existing maintenance shops were improvised in 3 sem1-permanent- 
type buildings, each approximately 76 by 270 feet, with two-story 
classroom wings, 45 by 45 feet. These buildings are wood frame with 
concrete floor, wood siding and built-up roofs, completed in 1942, 
and are in good condition. In addition, a nose hangar (4,200 square 
feet), paint spray building (1,903 square feet) and four storage 
buildings (2,042 square feet each) are also used. The three larger 
buildings are inadequate because low headroom (15 feet under 
trusses), aisles limited by width of buildings, does not permit passage 
of major components between shops. 

The wide dispersion of the shops also seriously hampers any flow 
of smaller components which may be maintained. Aisles 60 feet in 
width with at least 20 feet of headroom are required, for assembly 
and disassembly of the major portion of aircraft. The expanded 
mission also requires additional space for fuel component test shop 
(800 square feet), cylinder rebuild shop (2,200 square feet), parts 
reclamation shop (2,400 square feet), expansion of sheet metal shop 
and hydraulic shop and space for storage of replacement parts. The 
existing three larger buildings will be retained for storage purposes 
as needed, the other six smaller buildings will remain in service as 
aircraft maintenance facilities. No other facilities are available which 
can be used in present condition to satisfy requirement. No savings 
can be claimed for proposed facility, since requirement is for addi- 
tional space needed to accomplish mission. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 
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The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is right. 

Mr. Sratinsuek. Page 50 of the backup book: New Cumberland 
General Depot, Pa.: Operational facilities, $89,000. 

General SEEMAN. The mission of this depot is to receive, store, and 
distribute all types of Quartermaster, Ordnance, Chemical, Engineer 
and Signal Corps supplies; fourth echelon maintenance and depot 
support of CONUS Army aircraft. 

Only one line item is being requested here, a diesel locomotive 
shelter and repair shop in the amount of $89,000. 

This building will replace an existing building originally con- 
structed in 1921 of used material and relocated twice. It has no 
foundation and is of wood frame construction covered with corru- 
gated sheet metal. The sheet metal covering has rusted through in 
many places and the wooden frame has deteriorated to such an ex- 
tent that the building is almost useless. The exterior walls are full 
of cracks, loose joints and holes and it is impossible to heat the 
building. The floor is cinders and is saturated with oil and cannot 
be cleaned. Workmen must be extremely careful or cinders might 
be carried from the floor onto the locomotive and deposited on work- 
ing parts which would cause serious damage and costly repairs or 
replacement to diesel engines. The diesel locomotives cost between 
$150,000 and $200,000 each. 

There is less than 39 feet of working space in the inspection pit 
and only one end of a locomotive can be worked on at a time. 

The roof of the building, which is also corrugated metal, leaks so 
badly that some work on locomotives must be delayed to prevent 
water damage to parts. 

The inside width of the building is 15 feet, and locomotives are 
approximately 10 feet in width, leaving 2 feet 6 inches on either side 
of the locomotive to perform repairs. 

Work on journal boxes and brake cylinders must be done outside 
the building because of inadequate space in the building. There is 
no space provided in the shed for storing oil, grease, and tools. 

No ventilation is provided in the building to remove gas being 
exhausted from the locomotives. 

This facility has been haphazardly developed over a number of 
years to meet the urgent need for a locomotive shelter and repair 
shop. The deterioration of the building is far beyond economical 
repair. 

Maintenance costs are excessive. Certain types of repairs on the 
locomotive cannot be performed unless the locomotive is protected 
from the elements, and these locomotives are an essential part of the 
primary mission of this depot in receiving, storing, and shipping 
Army supplies. There is no other building on the post which can 
be used for these activities. If new facility is provided, the existing 
building will be demolished. There are two operating locomotives 
and one locomotive crane assigned to the post. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Mr. Siatrnsuek. Page 53 in the backup book: Quartermaster Re- 
search and Engineering Center, Massachusetts: Research, develop- 
ment, and test facilities, and troop housing, $3,628,000. 

General Seeman. The basic mission of this center is to translate 
development prototypes to mass producible items and to provide tech- 
nical services and engineering support to the Quartermaster Corps. 
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Four line items are being requested for this station totaling $3,628,000. 
Three of these items are to provide laboratory and administrative fa- 
cilities for research and engineering activities of the QM Food and 
Container Institute for the Armed Forces. This facility is now located 
at the Chicago Administration Center which is scheduled to be dis- 
yosed of due to obsolescence and costly upkeep. 

The first line item is for an office and heavy laboratory building for 
$1,783,000. 

The oflice portion of the proposed structure will house administra- 
tive elements of the Research and Engineering Command (now located 
in the development building) and a consolide ited librar y. This will re- 
lease equivalent space in existing buildings for occupancy by labora 
tory and administrative elements of Food and C ontainer Institute. 

The laboratory wing will house lab equipment requiring independent 
foundations due to heavy loading or vibration, together with closely 
related activities. 

Collateral equipment cost comprise $306,000 for purchase of new 
laboratory equipment and $141,000 for installation of new and reused 
equipment (including necessary repairs). 

The second line item is for a development building addition and 
conversion in the amount of $1,643,000, 

This involves the conversion of the first floor of this existing build- 
ing from office space to basic research laboratory facilities to centralize 
laborator y services. 

This item is required to provide facilities for in-house research and 
engineering activities of the Quartermaster Food and Container Insti- 
tute of the Armed Forces, now located at the Chicago Administration 
Center. 

Based on fiseal year 1959 dollar figures, 51 percent of Food and 
Container Institute work is conducted “in house.” This capability 
is required, since other Government agencies and private industry lack 
experience and interest in dev eloping subsistence items and contain- 
ers which meet military requirements, but may not be salable in the 
civilian market (e.g., precooked, dehydrated, and irradiated foods). 
The recent decision to suspend construction of a pilot production plant 
for radiation preservation of foods at Sharpe General Depot will have 
no impact on the requirement for Food and Container Institute 
facilities for continued research and development of food irradiation 
preservation processes. 

The existing development building at the QM Research and Engi- 
neering Center is a specially designed laboratory structure. The 
entire first floor is now devoted to office use. To minimize the cost 
of meeting facilities requirements of the Food and Container Institute, 
it is proposed to convert this space for laboratory use and relocate 
the present occupants to the less costly office facility which is included 
in line item 15. 

Other Food and Container Institute lab requirements would be met 
by extending the length of the existing three-story and basement 
development building. 

Collateral equipment costs comprise $517,000 for new lab equipment 
and $235,000 for installation of reused equipment (including neces- 
sary repairs). 

The third line item is for animal laboratory facilities at a cost of 
$168,000. This item is also in the Food and Container Institute. 
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Investigation of climatic effects and nutrition upon operational 
efficiency by the use of human subjects has just about reached the 
limit of practicability. More stressful, long-continued, or hazardous 
conditions which may be expected to occur frequently under combat 
conditions, space flight, and temperature extremes cannot be studied 
by these means. In these fields, animal and human reactions must 
be studied together to the limit of human tolerance; then continued 
on animals alone into more extreme conditions. The limited number 
of enlisted men test subjects limits the use of humans to only those 
studies for which they are essential, and substitution of animal ex- 
periments wherever possible. 

Existing facilities for animal work are strictly temporary and in- 
adequate. At the Food and Container Institute, pigs are housed in an 
unventilated basement area of a warehouse-type building. QM Re- 
search and Engineering Center animals are housed in a truck-trailer 
van and refrigerator boxes modified for such use. Supply, care, and 
disposal of animals at the QM Research and Engineering Center are 
handled by contract at present. It is not feasible to provide adequate 
facilities by modification of existing structures. It is planned to con- 
struct the permanent animal laboratory facilities at the Maynard 

uartermaster test activity, approximately 12 miles from the parent 

M Research and Engineering Center. 

The animal laboratory activities described above are so interrelated 
and the experiments are so mutually dependent that consolidation of 
these operations in a single facility is considered to be justified without 
regard to the future location of the QM Food and Container Institute. 
Such consolidation will serve to reduce the leadtime for many develop- 
ments in this field. 

As the solar furnace comes into full operation, many animals will 
be required and the present contract arrangements for supply, care, 
and disposal will be inadequate. If the proposed facility is provided, 
many of the animals could be used for other purposes (after recovery 
from burns) instead of being disposed of by the contractor. This 
would effect a significant economy in the cost of animals. 

The fourth and last line item at this installation is an enlisted men’s 
barracks addition for $34,000. 

This item is required to provide adequate troop housing for scientific 
and professional enlisted personnel assigned to the Quartermaster 
Food and Container Institute for the Armed Forces. This activity, 
now located at the Chicago Administration Center, Chicago, II1., will 
be relocated to the Quartermaster Research and Engineering Center 
when facilities listed above are completed. 

The long-range planning strength of enlisted men detachments 
now at the Quartermaster Research and Engineering Center and Food 
and Container Institute is 122. This figure includes a seven-man 
signal heterological team and one criminal investigator, now perma- 
nently assigned. Experience indicates that the armywide housing 
factor (24 percent of total enlisted men) is applicable in this case. 
Thus, permanent enlisted housing requirements comprise 31 noncom- 
missioned officer family quarters and 99 enlisted men barracks spaces. 

The present enlisted men strengths of detachments at the Quarter- 
master Research and Engineering Center and Food and Container 
Institute are 75 and 37, respectively. Using the 24 percent factor, 
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there is an integrated current requirement for 28 noncommissioned 
officer family quarters and 84 enlisted men barracks spaces. The 
proposed addition to the barracks will increase the gross barracks 
area (exclusive of transformer room, kitchen, mess and utility rooms) 
from 8,464 square feet to 10,464 square feet. This will meet current 
criteria for peacetime capacity of 84 enlisted men. 

The troops to be housed in these barracks are largely scientists and 
professionals, selected for their special skills, training, and experience ; 
consequently the percentage of higher grades is greater than normal. 
At present, one-third of the troops stationed at the Quartermaster 
Research and Engineering Center have grades above E-5 and 50 per- 
cent are above E-4. This condition is considered to justify the max- 
imum allowable gross barracks area. There is no suitable existing 
building at the Quartermaster Research and Engineering Center 
which could be utilized as, or converted into an adequate barracks 
facility to meet this requirement. Kitchen and mess facilities in the 
existing barracks are adequate to support the proposed addition. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, on that one. 

The Cnarman. Yes. 

Mr. Pricer. I would like to ask some questions about that. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Price. What effect, on the new improvements that are required 
at this installation, resulted from the moving of the Food and Con- 
tainer Division from Chicago? 

General Seeman. Not the total, but a substantial portion of this, 
sir, is to accommodate the move of the Food and Container Institute 
from the Chicago Administrative Center, sir. 

Mr. Pricer. What items in this particular request resulted from 
that move? 

General Srrman. All of the items participate some, but nqt en- 
tirely in the requirements for bringing the Food and Container 
Institute into the Research and Development Command headquarters 
at the Massachusetts headquarters, sir. 

Mr. Price. It has been separated for many years. 

Now what was the reason why it suddenly had to be transferred to 
the Massachusetts location ? 

General Seeman. The Food and Container Institute is the main 
function of the Quartermaster Corps remaining in the Chicago Admin- 
istrative Center. We have that several million square-foot building 
with only the small requirement for the Food and Container Institute. 

The overhead cost has just become unmanageable. 

There is an estimated 

Mr. Price. Well, that would not be involved because you are build- 
ing new facilities to take care of it at another site. 

Now why was it located in Chicago in the first place ? 

General Sreman. During the war, the building that is now called 
the Chicago Administrative Center was a Quartermaster Depot. At 
the close of the war and in subsequent years, as the functions in the 
area have closed down, the requirements for the building have just 
decreased. 

Now when the Food and Container Institute became the major 
tenant, it had to carry the total overhead cost. And maximum effort 
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was made among Army facilities in the area to try to utilize this 
space. It was originally built as a warehouse. It is not space adapt- 
able to administrative and office space, or particularly research and 
development space, which the Research and Development Command 
of the Quartermaster Corps carries on. So we just come to the 
point 

Mr. Price. Is there any phase of this work that ties in with the fact 
that Chicago has certain—Chicago is a center of food and provisions 
that would have made it advisable for this operation to be in Chicago 
rather than somewhere else / 

General Seeman. No, sir. Of course, the food industry is decen- 
tralizing a good deal, itself. The relations with the food industry 
per se are not most important. The container industry, too. And, 
of course, the metropolitan area of Chicago is a center. However, the 
Administration of the research and development contracts and the 
research programs, which is headed up in the Massachusetts facility, 
covers the whole country, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you 

Mr. Price. This was not a matter of economy involved here, then ? 
It was just to put all of your research in this particular area under one 
roof, is that right? 

General SreMAN. Our estimated saving, sir, for the first year—and 
this is very rare, that we can show a savings in the first year of a con- 
solidation of this nature, but our estimated savings in the overhead and 
the savings of people was $610,000 by this consolidation. 

Mr. Price. Of course you can show anything on paper. But you 
are building complete new facilities at somewhere else to accomplish 
this saving. 

The point is, you could have done the same thing in the Chicago 
area, 

General Seeman. If the Quartermaster Research and Development 
Command had had its other operations in that area, that probably 
would have been done. 

Mr. Price. So it was just that you wanted to get it all under one 
roof, is that the idea ? 

General Seeman. The consolidation is the major reason for the 
saving. 

Mr. Price. You can prove anything by the figures. 

Mr. Chairman, we know that they have a happy faculty of being 
able to do that. But they could have accomplished the same thing 
if they had built on Federal property at Fort Sheridan or somewhere 
else in the Chicago area. 

The Cuarrman. Well now, let’s don’t get to be fussing about this 
location, because I think the facts and cireumstances—economy and 
other things 
General, have you any questions / 
Mr. Kowatxsk1. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. Price. Well 
The Cuarman. Mr. Kowalski. 

















Mr. Kowatsxr. Mr. Chairman, I am alarmed about increasing the 
numberof enlisted men in fae installations. Here is another 
example where we have to build more 
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I would like to know why the number of enlisted men are being 
increased by 10 at this particular place and the civilians are being 
dropped off, and what are we using the enlisted men for? Because 
this means additional barracks, and : so on. 

General SeEMAN. As you know, sir, this is not a training station. 
It is a research and development activity, and the enlisted people 
are essentially technicians, high-grade, that would be around a re- 

search and development. he: \dquarters. There is not any great 

Mr. Kowatskx1. Why must we increase the number of enlisted men, 
long-range ¢ 

General Seeman. The long-range strength on this station, sir, as 
shown on page 53, is very close to the present strength. 

Mr. Kowatskr. Am I wrong? I was looking on page 53. You had 
112, and it goes up to 122, and civilians drop off. And if we are con- 
cerned about technicians, why this particular arrangement? I mean, 
this is the way we build up all kinds of needs. 

General Sreman. That is right. 

Mr. Kowatskt. When you get enlisted men, you have to have bar- 
racks, and you have to have all kinds of maintenance for them. You 
know that, General. 

General Seeman. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kowatsk1. Whereas, if you have a civilian, it is a lot cheaper 
arrangement, particularly at a civilian installation, and when we 
need men out in combat, we are screaming forever that we don’t have 
enough enlisted men in combat. 

The Cuamman. W ithout objection, the Quartermaster, Research 
and Engineering Center is approved 

Mr. Kowatskt. I object, sir. 

Mr. Price. Two objections. 

Mr. Kowatskr. On the barracks. 

Mr. SiatinsHEek. Page 64 of the backup book: Richmond Quarter- 
master Depot, Va.: Operational facilities and administrative facilities, 
$609,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this depot is the receipt, storage 
and issue of Quartermaster items. Activities located here are the 
QM Data Processing Division, QM Depot Maintenance Division and 
(QM General Supplies Commodity Center. 

Two line items are requested for this station, totalling $609,000. 

The first line item is a Communications Center for $131,000. It is 
proposed to convert a section of an existing warehouse for this pur- 
pose by adding partitions, air conditioning, lighting, floor covering 
and ceiling. 

The existing telephone communications system was installed in 
1942 and, at that time, was adequate for the depot mission. Floor 
space was made available at that time to meet the needs of a 400-line 
dial exchange. New missions have been added until, at this time, 
the 400-line exchange is overloaded and new equipment is being in- 
stalled to add 200 new lines to the system as an interim measure, 
which represents the maximum expansion possible for this type of 
equipment. No further expansion of this facility is possible within 
the present location; therefore, the additional requirement resulting 
from the recent assignment of logistical responsibilities for hand 
tools and any future expansion will ‘render the communication system 
entirely inadequate to meet the needs of the depot. Considerations 
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of economy and more efficient overall operation require that the various 
types of communications equipment presently installed in several lo- 
cations throughout administrative areas be consolidated in one loca- 
tion thereby releasing much needed administrative space. In addi- 
tion to the new 1,000-line dial exchange, this new building will also 
house teletype and cryptographic facilities since they are related and 
consolidation is both desirable and economical. 

The second line item is for conversion of Building 32 to adminis- 
trative space for $478,000. 

This item is required to provide facilities for the approximately 
800 of the overall 1,200 personnel of the Executive Director of the 
Military General Supply Agency which was established at Richmond 
QM Depot, effective January 1, 1960, by General Order 45, Decem- 
ber 28, 1959. This installation was selected as the most favorable 
location among those available. 

Current requirements will be provided through the use of limited 
existing facilities and a minor new construction project which will 
provide for the most urgently required facilities. Present adminis- 
trative facilities are utilized to capacity and additional facilities are 
essential to provide for personnel to staff the Executive Director’s 
office, procurement inspection and quality control, cataloging and 
standardization and simplification function. 

The Cuatrman. Any questions ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. If not, that item is approved. 

Mr. SuatinsHek. Page 68 of the backup book: Sharpe General De- 
pot, California: Maintenance facilities, $218,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this depot is receipt, storage, and 
distribution of quartermaster, engineer, medical and transportation 
supplies and equipment. Distribution is within the 6th U.S. Army 
Area and to Pacific and overseas areas. Only one line item is re- 
quested for an aircraft paint shop for $218,000. 

This item is required for painting of aircraft and their larger 
components. The work is a part of the fourth echelon aircraft field 
maintenance activity (repair and modification of assemblies, com- 
ponents and end items for return to using organizations, or to main- 
tenance float stock), which is a permanent mission of Sharpe General 
Depot with respect to all active Army, National Guard, and U.S. 
Army Reserve aircraft in the 6th Army area. 

A total of 385 aircraft of all types (observation, utility, com- 
mand, training, and cargo, both fixed wing and helicopter) now 
depend upon this depot for fourth echelon field maintenance support. 
One-hundred and sixty-four of these aircraft are based upon a 6th 
Army 3d echelon maintenance activity located at Fort Lewis, Wash., 
for minor repairs. A portion of the fourth echelon maintenance re- 
sponsibility for the aircraft at Fort Lewis is discharged by Sharpe 
Geoerel Depot by means of an 11-man team stationed at Fort Lewis. 

The scope of fourth echelon maintenance at Fort Lewis is limited 
by the capabilities of available resources and does not include com- 
plete painting. When the proposed paint shop is available, these 
aircraft will be evacuated to Sharpe General Depot for painting. The 
Sharpe General Depot aircraft maintenance activity is temporarily 
located in facilities at the Stockton Municipal Airport which are 
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leased to the Army. These facilities, which do not include an air- 
craft paint shop, will be vacated when Government-owned airstrip, 
hangar, and repair shop facilities (now under construction and sched- 
uled for completion in 1960) are available on the Lathrop reservation 
of Sharpe General Depot. 

If the proposed paint shop is constructed, and aircraft can be 
painted while at the depot for repairs and/or modification, the an- 
nual saving on painting (an average of 63 aircraft per year) is esti- 
mated at $40,000. The average unit cost for contract painting 
(including $281 for transportation) is $1,349. Estimated unit cost 
for painting in the proposed paint ang rapes. material, operation 
and maintenance of facility) is $713. High aircraft transportation 
cost is due to dispersed locations of commercial facilities in the area, 
requiring travel up to 400 miles. 

The CuHarrman. Any questions? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuatrman. If not, that item is approved. 

Now, that finishes the Quartermaster Corps. 

Now, do the same thing, with a complete explanation in detail in 
the hearings as you did in the previous one. 

Mr. Ketiener. That will be done, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, read the Chemical Corps. 

Mr. SiatinsueK. Page 73 of the backup k: Army Chemical 
Center, Maryland: Operational facilities and community facilities, 
$843,000. 

General Sreman. We will now take up the Army Chemical Corps 
installations. 

The first of these is Army Chemical Center, Md. 

The basic mission of the center is research and development in the 
fields of chemical and radiological warfare, radiological defense, the 
conduct of medical research, and manufacture of chemical warfare 
materiel and protective devices. 

There are two line items being requested with a total of $843,000. 

The first line item is for a post signal building in the amount of 
$430,000. 

Army Chemical Center is not the normal class IT installation ; signal 
services must be furnished not only to all normal post activities, 
but to the Chemical Corps Materiel Command and Chemical Corps 
Engineering Command, both operating as staff elements of the Chem- 
ical Corps, and several non-Chemical Corps activities, including Nike 
groups. 

Existing communications facilities occupy 12,681 square feet in 
four widely separated buildings built in 1918, two of which are 1.5 
miles from signal center. 

Humidity control and air conditioning essential to efficient opera- 
tion of signal equipment cannot be maintained in these buildings. 
Present plant capacity is 2,000 circuits; equipment is being operated 
at, 92 percent of capacity (88 percent is considered critical by Signal 
Corps). Seventy-five requests for service cannot be filled; 200 more 
circuits are required to relieve overload and provide requested service. 
Existing main exchange is housed in toxic warehouse and plants area, 
40 feet from white phosphorous production plant, creating hazard to 
personnel and equipment. Sitting of proposed facility outside manu- 
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facturing area eliminates this hazard and geographically centralizes 
‘able distribution. 

The second line item is for a 450-seat chapel at an estimated cost 
of $413,000. 

This project is required to provide permanent type religious facili- 
ties of sufficient size to accommodate assigned personnel and their de- 
pendents. Existing facilities consist of a semipermanent type, 250- 
seat chapel only, to accommodate the average 650 Sunday attendance; 
to meet this situation, it is necessary to hold one Protestant service 
and three Catholic masses, one of the masses being conducted in the 
post theater while chapel is being used for Protestant service. 

There are no existing religious educational facilities, constructed as 
such, to accommodate the Sunday school services, which have an aver- 
age attendance of 300, with the result that both these services and the 
church social functions are now being held in a separate mobilization- 
type building. Expansion of the existing chapel is not considered 
feasible since it is not a permanent structure. Both existing facilities 
will be demolished upon completion of proposed project. 

The Cuarman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Isthis out at Frederick? Is this Camp Detrick? 

General Skeman. Yes, sir; the next item. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Camp Detrick. 

What are we doing there? Are we expanding it or just maintaining 
it at its present size ? 

General Seeman. At the present, it has its normal continuing mis- 
sion. There is no great plant expansion in prospect, as I understand 
it, Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What we do here is just keep ourselves up to date 
in the field of chemical warfare ¢ 

General SremMAn. Keep ourselves up to date and investigate new 
requirements that may come up; yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. Page 77 of the backup book: Fort Detrick, Md: 
Research, development, and test facilities, $334,000. 

General Seeman. The mission here is research and development in 
all phases of biological warfare. Only one line item is being requested 
here, a biomathematical science building for $334,000, This is to pro- 
vide expansion of an existing function to provide adequate support to 
the above-mentioned mission. 

Advanced design electronic computer equipment is on order and 
scheduled for delivery to Fort Detrick in February 1960. Existing 
equipment provides mathematical support to approximately 50 percent 
of current research tasks in biological warfare R. & D. program. This 
equipment is used in design of biological warfare experiments by 
which the greatest possible yield of reliable data may be gained, and 
to analyze and evaluate that data. 

Existing equipment and personnel performing the function are oc- 
cupying space in an overcrowded laboratory which also houses Physi- 
cal Sciences Division, Chemistry Branch, Biophysical Research 
Branch, and Pathology Division. 

While the Mathematics Division operates in direct support of all 
Biological Warfare R. & D. activities at this station, including those 
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with which it is housed, it should not occupy this premium laboratory 
space. However, there is no other space available to facilitate the pro- 
vision of efficient mathematical support. This proposed facility will 
provide the required space to accommodate the equipment, operators, 
programers, and scientific and engineering personnel engaged in this 
activity. 

Experience has proven that it is not feasible to perform this direct 
support service away from the R. & D. functions which it supports. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. StiatinsHeK. Page 80 of the backup book: Dugway Proving 
Ground, Utah: Community facilities, $87,000. 

General Seeman. The mission here is the large-scale field testing 
and evaluation of items developed by the Chemical Corps in the field 
of chemical, biological, and radiological warfare; research and de- 
velopment in micrometeorology for the U.S. Army. 

Only one line item is being requested, namely, an addition to NCO 
open mess for $87,000. 

Due to the isolation of Dugway Proving Ground (approximately 90 
miles from Salt Lake City), the requirements for NCO open mess 
are substantially greater than those provided under Army regulations. 

In addition to the top three grades of NCO’s, the lower grade 
married NCO’s and civilian employees residing on post are afforded 
membership. 

Current membership is 354 (280 military and 74 civilians). 

This open mess provides the only facility of its kind for recrea- 
tional and social gatherings for the NCO’s and many of the civilian 
employees. 

Part of a plywood prefab (412 square feet) has been set adjacent to 
the existing building for unheated storage space. This added strue- 
ture is unsightly and does not conform to fire regulations. This pre- 
fab is scheduled for disposal upon provision of the proper addition. 

Every effort is made to provide adequate facilities at this isolated 
station for the activities contributing to maintenance of high morale 
of both military and civilian personnel. 

The CHatrMan. Now, getting to the Signal Corps. 

Mr. Statinsuex. Page 84 of the backup book: Fort Huachuca, 
Ariz.: Research, development, and test facilities and _ utilities, 
$415,000. 

General Seeman. We will now go on to the Signal Corps. 

The first installation is Fort Huachuca, Ariz. The mission here is 
to perform technical and engineering tests and evaluation of com- 
munication and electronic systems and equipment. 

Three line items are being requested for this station, with a total of 
$415,000 and, in addition, 100 units of Capehart family quarters. 

The first line item is for two environmental test buildings in the 
amount of $204,000. These buildings will support a relatively new 
R. & D. project and will serve as a nerve center for 79 mobile units in 
support and service. 

The item requested is one of the basic needs for U.S. Army elec- 
tronic environmental test facility. These buildings are required for 
testing and limited maintenance of electronic instrumentation equip- 
ment. They will also be utilized for receipt, storage, and issue of re- 
quired spare parts, hardware, and auxiliary equipment used in the 
instrumentation or measuring system for the entire test facility. 
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Additionally, these facilities will be a base of operations for the 
projected 79 van-type mobile instrumentation units and one mobile 
maintenance van needed to support the measuring equipment installed 
in the field as a part of the test facility field operations or range. 

The U.S. Army electronic environmental facility, in providing for 
the equivalent configuration of an Army corps, will cecunaely extend 
over an appreciable geographical area in the vicinity of Fort Hua- 
chuca, Ariz. The current approved planning through fiscal year 1961 
provides for 5 major measuring sites plus 79 mobile measuring units 
which will be constructed into large mobile vans. Equipment fo this 

hase of the test facility will have a value of approximately $20 mil- 
ion. Equipment requirements will necessarily increase beyond fiscal 
year 1961, as the test facilities are expanded to accommodate a full- 
type field army. 

Since this facility is relatively new, no construction has been pro- 

gramed previously in support and there are no existing buildings that 
could be used or modified for use by this facility. 

The next line item is a test chamber building for $127,000. 

This building will be utilized to house commercial standard alti- 
tude, temperature, and humidity chambers. The test chambers are 
used to test electronic equipment and to study man-machine relation- 
ships while operating dniter the simulated environment of various 
altitudes, temperature, and relative humidities. It is necessary to 
have a building in which the chambers can be installed with the an- 
cillary equipment and control panels. It is also required to have 
sufficient workspace in the building where the equipment can be 
brought in and prepared for placing in the test chambers. 

The tests cannot be conducted at present under controlled condi- 
tions. At present, altitude tests have to be run by installing the 
equipment in a plane and operating it during flight at various alti- 
tudes. Temperature and humidity tests cannot be conducted except 
within the limits afforded by the climatic conditions in this area. 
These conditions are not controllable and have severe limitations. 

Test flights have averaged $9,986 for each test, with approximately 
36 tests per year in the Electronic Warfare Division program. It is 
estimated that the chamber tests will cost $1,000 for each test. Fa- 
cility will also be used by departments other than Electronic Warfare 
Division. 

Savings in operation under present conditions will exceed the cost 
of construction by $287,000 in a single year. This does not include 
cost of maintenance of building or equipment. No existing facilities 
are available that could be used for this purpose. 

The third line item is for expansion of water distribution system 
at a cost of $84,000. This consists of a deep well pump with capacity 
of 750 gallons per minute, a surge tank and necessary connection to 
the post water system. 

The peak demand for the post was during the month of May 1959 
at 3,460,000 gallons per day. Since this date, 275 units of Capehart 
housing and approximately 20 acres of lawn areas (irrigation) have 
been added to the post system. The expected peak for this year with 
this additional load will be 3,690,000 gallons per day, with restric- 
tions on the use of water for irrigation purposes. 

Further, construction of 200 Capehart units with 30 acres of lawn 
area requiring irrigation is scheduled to begin June 1960. This will 
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again increase the water consumption to sppranimately 3,940,000 
gallons per day. The total capacity of the wells now in operation is 
$,220,000 gallons for a 16-hour day. A comparison of the figures 
indicates that a shortage in well capacity of 430,000 gallons per day 
will exist this year with increasing shortage as the installation ex- 
pands. The pumping of wells in excess of 16 hours per day is poor 
practice and not recommended by the Chief of Engineers, Department 
of the Army. This shortage can be corrected by placing well No. 6 
in operation. This well has been tested by the U.S. Geological Survey 
in excess of 1,000 gallons per minute and is now cased and capped. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, that item is approved. I am 
glad to have somebody in my company. [ Laughter. | 

Mr, SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Page 92 of the backup book: Fort Monmouth, N.J.: Research, 
development, and test facilities, troop housing, and community facil- 
ities, $9,603,000. 

General Sreman. The principal mission here is research and de- 
velopment in fields of communications, meteorological, photographic, 
and related ground and air signal equipment and the training of 
Signal Corps personnel. Four line items are being requested for 
this station totaling $9,603,000. 

The first line item is for the final increment of the Signal R. & D. 
Laboratory in the amount of $7,971,000. 

This project will provide the laboratory space required to meet the 
new requirements of the missile and space research and development 
program; the (ARPA) Advanced Research Project Agency research 
and development program; the (NASA) National Aeronautics Space 
Agency research and development program; and the microminiaturi- 
zation program utilizing micromodule techniques. 

This project will also provide the capability for meeting the in- 
creased requirements for research and development of combat sur- 
veillance drones, computers and automatic data processing equip- 
ment; aviation electronics, reconnaissance and surveillance drones, 
digital communications, airborne radar, infrared, photographic, tele- 
vision, and radiological detection devices and tactical operations 
centers, which have increased beyond the capabilities of the existing 
facilities. 

A compelling military requirement exists for the completion of 
this special research and development facility which can be provided 
only by this new construction. 

The dollar value of research and development has increase 240 
percent during the past 8 years and this trend will continue. Maxi- 
mum utilization of existing usable facilities will be continued. Con- 
tinued maximum use will be made of private facilities by contracts. 
Present facilities are temporary mobilization-type structures built in 
1942 and have outlived their life expectancy. These buildings were 
not designed to accommodate R. & D.-type operations and are un- 
suitable for the installation of modern R. & D. laboratory equipment 
now required because of advances in a state of the art and the ad- 
vances in space technology, in which this laboratory is required to 
participate. Maintenance and renewal costs to correct these build- 
ings to accommodate modern R. & D. requirements is prohibitive. 
These can only be maintained on an increasing cost basis. 
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Permanent buildings: The permanent-type buildings, 234,000 square 
feet, at Evans area are one-story structures not designed to accept 
modern R. & D. laboratory equipment. These buildings require con- 
stant, impractical, and costly modifications to accommodate the re- 
quirements for a modern R. & D. labo von These shell-type 
structures are not sufficiently flexible to accept the changing require- 
ments of the day-to-day requirements of a modern R. & D. laboratory. 
No provisions have been made or can be made without excessive costs 
to provide flexibility in heavy power requirements, interconnections 
between laboratory equipment and such utilities as gas, compressed 
air, and water. In some areas these laboratories require as many as 
seven to nine different types of gases for their work. The laboratory 
will retain 114,000 square feet of these permanent shell-type structures 
that have been adapted to accommodate certain specific phases of the 
R. & D. mission, 1.e., nucleonics including radiation experiments, Diana 
‘radar experiments, etc. 

The second line item is for a climatic test chamber (R. & D.) at 
$550,000. A reinforced concrete structure is needed to house a climatic 
chamber, equipment room, and staging area in order to conduct com- 
prehensive tests of equipment under simulated and actual environ- 
mental conditions. 

Climatic test requirements are only partially being fulfilled by uti- 
lizing a semipermanent environmental chamber built adjacent to the 
former Squire Laboratory. It falls short of meeting full climatic 
testing requirements of present research because of restrictions on 
temperature ranges and climatic conditions which it can simulate. 
Failure of the piping system due to deterioration has caused the fa- 
cility to be idle for a 6-month period. Repairs do not provide the 
desired temperature ranges, nor do they improve the reliability of the 
chamber. 

Large pieces of equipment must be shipped to other Government 
agencies for testing when the chamber is down for repairs since the 
small chamber in the new laboratory at the Charles Wood area will 
only accommodate small items. 

When a new functional climatic test chamber is provided, the build- 
ing housing the old chamber will be utilized for battery test facilities, 
for which a project has been tentatively approved and is awaiting 
funding. 

Savings in operational costs are estimated to be $75,000 annually 
based on savings of water charges of $7,000, reduction of savings in 
operating personnel from three shifts to single-shift operation saving 
$50,000, and an estimated saving of $18,000 from labor and main- 
tenance material. 

Supporting utilities, including steam, refrigeration, electric power, 
and water which are all required to produce the varied operational 
ranges of temperature, humidity, rain, and sun are all available in 
adequate supply from the existing sources at the Hexagon and will 
require only minor modification to serve the new facility. 

The facilities which this project will provide are essential to con- 
duct comprehensive tests of equipment under simulated and actual 
environmental conditions to insure reliability of operation consistent 
with known and foreseeable service requirements. 

The third line item is a bachelor officers quarters for 40 nurses and 
female officers at a cost of $361,000. 
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The nurses and female officers assigned to Fort Monmouth are 
quartered in mobilization-type headquarters constructed in 1941. 
These temporary structures were converted in 1951 to suite type quar- 
ters with limited living facilities. They are located in the old hos- 
pital area which is approximately 1 mile distant from the new perma- 
nent hospital. The old hospital buildings that formerly surrounded 
the existing nurses’ quarters have been demolished, and this location 
is reserved on the post master plan as the site of future officer family 
quarters and male bachelor officers quarters. 

The cost of rehabilitating all six temporary structures would be 
prohibitive, in that $147,000 would be required to retain these old and 
deteriorated structures, including a central heating plant in an area 
remote from the new permanent hospital. 

Because of deterioration and the uneconomically repairable condi- 
tion of all existing female bachelor officers quarters, demolition is 
planned when new construction is provided. Diversion to other use 
is not structurally feasible even to meet lesser requirements, demolition 
is more economical and practical as this area is master planned for 
male bachelor officer quarters and family housing. There are no other 
existing facilities that could be considered as quarters for female of- 
ficers, including expansion or rehabilitation. 

In providing a new permanent female bachelor officers quarters 
located adjacent to the new hospital an annual transportation savings 
of $6,432 will be realized. The inadequacies of the existing one-story 
temporary quarters contribute to the many inconveniences of the 
nurses: night duty nurses experience interrupted sleep during the day 
by traffic noises, airhammer noises from plumbing and steam lines, 
and discomfort due to heat of summer days and lack of thermal in- 
sulation. Laundry facilities are predominantly lacking. 

The fourth line item is for a chapel of 600 seats with religious educa- 
tion facilities at $721,000, 

Project is required to provide a permanent post chapel in which 
military personnel of all faiths may worship, and to provide suitable 
facilities and adequate space to conduct religious educational programs. 

In addition to the military personnel, this facility will serve the 
religious needs of 1,150 military dependent families residing on post, 
and will be accessible to approximately 1,700 military personnel and 
their families who reside in nearby communities. The average Sunday 
attendance at religious services conducted in the existing facilities 
over a 1-year period is 1,882. It is estimated that an additional 20 
percent of the post population now attend services in the surrounding 
communities. 

The present enrollment for the Protestant religious educational 
program is 390, with an average attendance of 375 each Sunday. 
Roman Catholic catechetical classes are held on Saturdays with an 
enrollment of 225, and an average attendance of 210. The Protestant 
kindergarten department is held in building 753, a former chapel 
building converted into a religious educational building. The primary, 
junior, young people, and adult religious educational departments 
are held in six mobilization-type barrack buildings converted for class- 
room use. These buildings are used during the week as classrooms 
for the Signal School and on Saturday and Sunday for religious 
education. 





2816 





The desired expansion of the religious educational activities is 
retarded due to lack of suitable space, and the coordination of the 

rogram is exceedingly difficult due to the use of the widely separated 
Caitings. Under the existing conditions, it is impossible to carry 
on a complete religious program in as effective a manner as in a 
civilian pastorage due to the limited facilities and the large number 
of services of the different faiths that must be scheduled. 

Limited seating area of 1,680 square feet in each of the three mobili- 
zation-type chapels built in 1941 does not encourage attendance and 
has necessitated increasing the number of Sunday services, creating 
a problem in securing sufficient organists, at great expense, as well 
as posing a serious transportation problem to military families living 
off post and in the Charles Wood area. 

Although there are two theaters and a fieldhouse on post, all of 
which are occasionally used for special religious service, it is totally 
impractical to schedule regular Sunday services in these facilities 
because conducting religious services during peacetime under such 
austere conditions severely detracts from the dignity of worship, and 
the discomforts to the congregation because of sloping floors, lack 
of kneeling space, and appropriate religious decor, as well as the total 
absence of a religious atmosphere, definitely discourages regular 
attendance. The two theaters have a seating capacity of 574 and 
1,038 but they are both used daily and Sunday for motion pictures 
and other entertainment and cannot be satisfactorily conformed to a 
facility suitable to provide the proper frame of mind for religious 
devotions. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. SiatrnsHek. Page 103 of the backup book. Fort Belvoir, Va.: 
Operational facilities, utilities and real estate, $1,838,000. 

General SrEMAN. Principal mission is training of engineering units 
and troops, operate the Engineer research and development labora- 
tories for development of engineer supplies and equipment. 

Nine line items are being requested for this station at a total cost 
of $1,838,000. 

The first line item is a runway for helicopters at Davison Army 
Airfield in the amount of $185,000. 

This item is required to provide rotary wing runway facilities at 
Davison U.S. Army Airfield to accommodate flight operations of tran- 
sient, and 39 of the 47 assigned helipocters. Eight of the total assigned 
helicopters are provided a separate maintenance facility on the oppo- 
site side of the airfield and due to their special mission they will not 
require use of this proposed item. 

The two originally constructed rotary-wing runways have been made 
inoperable due to the occurrence of permanent obstructions in the 
approach zones and the fact that they are too short, and too narrow 
for safe operation of the assigned helicopters, having been constructed 
in accordance with old criteria which has since become obsolete. 

These existing, inoperable runways have been diverted to helicopter 
parking facilities. Helicopter operations are being conducted from 
the fixed-wing runway on an interim basis pending construction of 
this proposed project. Mixed operation of both rotary- and fixed- 
wing aircraft from the single fixed-wing runway is considered to be 
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inadequate and hazardous, since the slower rotary-wing aircraft causes 
delays and conflicts with the faster fixed-wing aircraft. Failure to 
provide this project will affect adversely the mission of transporting 
Defense Department personnel; and the combat readiness flying of 
109 Army pilots attached to this airfield. 

The second line item is for taxiways and runways at Davison Army 
Airfield in the amount of $182,000. 

This item is required to provide taxiways for use by helicopters 
traveling between the parking apron and the new runway, included in 
this program, prior to takeoff and after landing; and also, hardstand 
areas where aircraft may park and runup their engines for testing 
prior to taking off on a flight. 

There are no existing facilities which could be used for these 
purposes. Failure to provide this construction will make it necessary 
for the helicopters to hover between the parking apron and the 
runway prior to takeoff and after landing; and also, engine runups 
will have to be performed on the runway thereby reducing operating 
time of runway. 

The third line item is a parking apron for helicopters at Davison 
Army Airfield in the amount of $200,000. 

This item is required to provide sufficient additional parking facil- 
ities to meet safety criteria, as it pertains to spacing between rotary- 
wing aircraft, for 75 percent of the total assigned helicopters plus 
space for an average of four transient helicopters. 

Helicopters are being parked on an existing parking apron and 
taxiways and runways which have been diverted to this use; however, 
this existing area is too small to allow sufficient spacing between 
rotor blades to meet safety requirements thereby creating a congested 
area and a serious problem to ground operations. The following 
helicopters are assigned: 29 H-21’s, 10 H-23’s, 8 H-34’s. Of the 29 
H-21’s, 4 will be kept in the alert hangar and the 8 H-34’s are 
provided separate facilities on the other side of the airfield, therefore 
parking apron area for these 12 helicopters is not included in this 
proposed project. Total parking apron requirements are based upon 
the capability of adequately parking the following number and types 
of helicopters: 19 H-21’s, 8 H-23’s, and 4 transients. 

The fourth line item is for aircraft fuel storage at Davison Army 
Airfield at a cost of $125,000. 

This item is required to provide the additional aircraft fuel storage 
facilities to meet a 6-day supply for operational requirements imposed 
by the 77 aircraft (80 FW and 47 RW) currently assigned to this 
airfield, and requiring the following 3 types of fuel: 80/87 octane, and 
100/130 octane and 115/145 octane. Existing facilities consist of 
two 10,000 gallon storage tanks on the site; one 10,000 gallon storage 
tank on loan basis from the OS Army Engineer Center, and located 
on the South Post of Fort Belvoir: and, tank-truck storage. Only 
the two 10,000 gallon tanks on the site will be continued in use for 
storage of aviation fuel; the 10,000 gallon tank on loan from the 
Engineer Center will be released for their use; and tank-truck storage 
will be discontinued thereby eliminating a serious safety hazard. 

The fifth line item is remove or mark flight obstructions at Davison 
Army Airfield at a cost of $62,000. This item in conjunction with the 
item for “Acquisition for clearance easements” also in this program is 
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required to provide for the removal, or marketing of flight hazards 
within the approach zones for runways 13 and 31 at Davison Army 
Airfield. 

Existing criteria requires a 50 to 1 glide slope angle. A waiver to 
existing criteria has been granted permitting a 40 to 1 glide angle 
for runway 13 due to elevation of terrain in the adjacent area. The 
present approach zones to both runways do not comply with min- 
imum criteria because of the existence of many obstructions within 
the required clear areas. Under present conditions pilots tend to 
develop a feeling of shortened runway, with the result that they 
overshoot the runway and in some instances sustain bodily injury 
and property damage. 

There are 30 fixed w ing aircraft assigned to this activity, and which 
use existing runway 13 and runway 31. 

The sixth line item is heliport lighting at Davison Army Airfield 
at $100,000. 

This item is for lighting the heliport runway, taxiway, runup 
areas and includes flashing beacon and addition to existing trans- 
former and equipment vault. 

This item is required to provide night lighting support for rotary 
wing runway included in this program. There are no existing rotary 
wing runways equipped with lighting facilities to accommodate night 
operations: consequently all night operations by rotary wing aire raft 
are conducted from the lighted fixed wing runway. The present 
mode of operation is considered to be in: idequate and hazardous due 
to the necessity to intermingle slow-flying helicopters with the faster 
fixed wing aircraft; and also because the. helicopters must hover over 
parked aircraft and personnel while going from the fixed wing 
runway to the helicopter parking and maintenance aprons. Current 
aircraft population is 29 H21,8 H34, and 10 reconnaissance helicopters. 

The seventh line item is for acquisition of clearance easements at 
Davison Army Airfield costing $30,000. This item is required in 
connection with item 5 above which was to remove on-mark flight 
hazards. 

This item is required to allow the marking or removal of flight 
hazard obstructions located on private property which protrude above 
the 40 to 1 glide slope angle in the noninstrument approach zone to 
runway 13. Width of this approach zone is 750 feet at end of clear 
zone of runway, and widens to 2,250 feet at a point 10,000 feet dis- 
tant from end of clear zone. 

The eighth line item is for an addition to communications building 
No. 246, costing $145,000. 

This facility is required to provide space for additional automatic 
telephone equipment which must be installed because of the addition 
of 618 units of Capehart housing, 459 units of Wherry housing, and 
general expansion of post facilities. 

Existing communications building (7,022 square feet) is a perma- 
nent facility constructed in 1952 and is being used to full capacity. 
The size of this addition was determined in coordination with the 
Communication Engineering Agency of the Office of the Chief Signal. 

The ninth line item is improvement to sewage plant No. 2 for 
$809,000. This will provide secondary treatment to prevent stream 
pollution in line with policy established by Executive Order No. 
10014. 
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At the present time sewage disposal is accomplished by two treat- 
ment plants at Fort Belvoir. Plant No. 1 gives primary and sec- 
ondary treatment to approximately 25 percent of post requirements. 
It is designed to treat. 1.5 million gallons per day; however, new con- 
struction is estimated to increase this load to 3 million gallons per 
day. 

Practically all new future construction located according to the 
master plan will discharge to plant No, 2. The policy regarding 
stream pollution as established by Executive Order No. 10014 requir- 
ing cooperation with State authorities, and parallel action to that 
enforced upon local communities and industries is applicable in this 
cease. U.S. Public Health Service recommends treatment of all ef- 
fluent discharged into Pogue Creek due to residential construction 
along its shores. Improvements to this plant will reduce by 85 per- 
cent the pollution loads now being dumped into the Potomac River 
from this plant. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Kitpay. We gotothe Engineers now. 

The Cuamman,. Transportation Corps. 

Mr. SiatinsuHek. Page 117 of the backup book. Brooklyn Army 
Terminal, N.Y.: Utilities, $607,000. 

General Seeman. This installation is the oer of shipment and 
receipt of military cargo and personnel. The line item requested for 
this installation is replacement of two steam generators in boilerhouse, 
building No. 4, at an estimated cost of $607,000. 

This item is required to provide two new modern steam generators 
for the present and future heat demands of this terminal. At present 
six B. & W. water tube boilers each rated at 440 horsepower and 
operated at 165 percent. rating and 150 pound pressure, burning No. 
6 (bunker C) fuel oil are being used. 

Replacement of the existing steam boilers originally designed for 
coal burning is required because after 40 years of service they have 
served their life expectancy. Since the base was built approximately 
one-fourth of the warehouse space has been changed to offices, re- 
quiring additional steam to heat this space to 70° instead of 55°, 
making maintenance and repairs and fuel consumption excessive; and 
future heat demands and spare capacity cannot be safely maintained 
at peak loads under present operations. The proposed facility will 
result in annual savings of $10,000. 

In addition, this replacement. will allow spare capacity for possible 
future need to make the system flexible in case of breakdown. 

The CHatrrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatTrnsHek. Page 119 of the backup book. Fort Eustis, Va.: 
Training facilities, administrative facilities, and troop housing, 
$1,095,000. 

General SreMAN. Fort Eustis is designated by the Department of 
Army as a permanent post of the U.S. Army Transportation Corps 
for use as a U.S. Army Transportation Training Command. The 
specific mission of the post is the organization and training of Trans- 
portation Corps units and individuals of all categories, responsible 
for logistic support of the Transportation School, the Transportation 
Research and Engineering Comand, and the satellite post of Fort 
Story, Va. There are four line items requested for this post at a 
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total estimated cost of $1,095,000 excluding family quarters 
(Capehart). 

The first line item is trainfire I range at an estimated cost of 
$262,000. 

Trainfire I is the new basic rifle marksmanship course of the Army. 
This new concept of rifle marksmanship entails the establishment of 
four different type ranges, and allied facilities for the training and 
firing qualifications of military personnel. Facilities which are out- 
moded by trainfire I are currently being utilized. These facilities 
will be replaced by the trainfire I range. 

The second line item is for two battalion headquarters buildings at 
an estimated cost of $117,000. 

This item is required to provide permanent administrative facili- 
ties to support two battalions billeted in new permanent-type 
barracks. 

Due to nonavailability of administrative support buildings in this 
area of the post, permanent-type barracks space has been diverted 
temporarily as an interim measure to fulfill this essential need. As a 
result, in each of 2 barracks—buildings 661 and 819—the entire first 
floor consisting of 47 billets, dayroom, company offices, and lounge 
is lost for barracks space. Continued utilization of these facilities for 
other than their intended use will result in inefficient management 
and training operations. Existing facilities which are within rea- 
sonable distance of these barracks areas are fully utilized by other 
essential activities. 

With construction of this item sorely needed permanent barracks 
space will revert to troop billets. 

The third line item is for mechanical ventilation in barracks at an 
estimated cost of $716,000. 

This project is required for the health, morale, and welfare of troops 
who live and work in the 16 263-man barracks, 1 group headquarters 
building and 2 battalion headquarters buildings. Recent changes in 
regulations and design criteria now permit installation of mechanical 
ventilation in barracks whereas when the 16 263-man barracks were 
constructed this item was omitted. 

The morale and physical condition of personnel who are quartered 
in barracks that contain ventilating systems far excel those billeted in 
nonventilated barracks. The summer months in this area of Virginia 
are often exceedingly hot and humid resulting in an adverse effect on 
troop morale and a slowdown of training. 

Inspections reveal that on some nights it was impossible for person- 
nel to sleep due to the high temperature on the inside of barracks while 
outside temperatures were much cooler. Performance, health, and 
morale of personnel assigned these buildings will definitely increase 
with installation of ventilating systems. 

The fourth line item is for 275 family quarters (Capehart). 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the Medical Corps. 

Mr. SuatinsuHeKk. Page 127 of the backup book. 

Madigan General Hospital, Washington: Medical facilities $73,000. 

General SkeMAN. The mission of this installation is the operation of 
medical treatment facility designated as a specialized treatment. cen- 
ter; specialties as designated by the Surgeon General, operates a pro- 
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fessional teaching program and special research facilities. Conducts 
research and training medical personnel and general Reserve units as 
directed by the Surgeon General. 

The only line item requested for this installation is for a pharmacy 
at an estimated cost of $73,000. The pharmacy workload has increased 
approximately fourfold over the last 2 fiscal years. Ys 

Due to the urgent need to enlarge and improve the laboratory facili- 
ties, it beeame necessary to relocate the pharmacy in a temporary loca- 
tion until such time as a permanent additional facility 1s provided. 
The pharmacy’s temporary location is in an inactive ward building 
which is inadequate as a permanent operating facility and reduces the 
mobilization capacity of the hospital. 

The new facility will provide for an adequate, centrally located 
pharmacy with sufficient storage and manufacturing space, more ade- 
quate dispensing area and an area for prepackaging, all of which is 
necessary to meet the increasing workload. 

Since it was necessary to move to a temporary location, the require- 
ment for a new facility has become more urgent than before. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Page 130 of the backup book. Walter Reed Gen- 
eral Hospital, District of Columbia, supply facilities, $788,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is the treatment 
of the sick and injured personnel of the armed services and their 
dependents, medical research and development, support of all Walter 
Reed General Hospital activities. Only one line item is being re- 
quested for this installation which is a service building at an estimated 
cost of $788,000. The service building is vitally needed to replace 
existing widely scattered substandard facilities to provide space nec- 
essary to support Walter Reed General Hospital to adequately dis- 
charge its assigned mission, and to restore to former use patient care 
and treatment space usurped to meet storage and service requirements. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection the item is approved. 

Now that brings us down to Field Forces facilities, 1st Army area. 

Mr. SuatiInsHEK. Page 138 of the backup book. Fort Devens, 
Mass., troop housing and utilities, $2,157,000. 

General Sreman. This installation is responsible for the command, 
training and operations, and to provide administrative and logistical 
support for class I and class II units and activities assigned or at- 
tached to Fort Devens and for its subinstallations, Camp Wellfleet 
and Fort Banks; to support the training of Reserve components as 
directed by the commanding general, 1st U.S. Army, to support New 
England NIKE sites and XIII Corps Headquarters US. Army 
(Reserves). There are four line items requested for this installation 
at an estimated cost of $2,157,000. The first line item is for 2 en- 
listed men’s barracks without mess (326-man) at an estimated cost 
of $1,289,000. 

This item is required to provide an increment of permanent hous- 
ing for enlisted men assigned to this station for peacetime mission. 
Present need is being met by utilization of World War IT type bar- 
racks. They are in poor condition, walls are unlined, flooring has 
open cracks and splinters, interiors are unsightly due to dust and 
soot from hand-fired coal-burning heating plants. Barracks that are 
located in area reserved for permanent construction will be demolished. 
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The second line item is a battalion mess building at an estimated 
cost of $400,000. This item is required to support the two permanent 
barracks above. 

The third line item isa battalion administration and supply building 
at an estimated cost of $297,000. This item is required to support the 
two permanent barracks above. 

The fourth line item is for a heating plant at an estimated cost of 
$171,000. This item is required to supply heat and hot water for 
barracks, battalion mess, and battalion administration and supply 
buildings in this program. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The 2d Army area. 

Mr. SLaTINsHEK. Page 145 of the backup book. 

Fort Knox, Ky. Maintenance facilities, research, development, and 
test facilities, and troop housing, $6,872,000, 

General Sreman. The mission of this installation is: U.S. Army 
Armor School; school troops; U.S. Army Armor Board; U.S. Army 
training center, armor; nondivision units; U.S. Army human research ; 
U.S. Army Maintenance Board: U.S. Army hospital; U.S. Army re- 
ception station; 25th Weather Squadron; summer training; support 
of civilian components; logistical assistance and protection of gold 
depository : engineer group and U.S. Army Medical Research Labora- 
tory and miscellaneous station complement units. These are four line 
items being requested for this post at an estimated cost of $6,872,000. 
The first line item is for bachelor officers quarters (160-man) at an esti- 
mated cost of $1,376,000. 

This item will provide an increment of the spaces required to house 
the permanent station and student officer personnel at this installation. 
When student officers are assigned to these quarters they will be as- 
signed space in accordance with existing Army regulations which 
provide company grade size quarters for all TDY students regard- 
less of grade. The existing facilities to accommodate the permanent 
and student officers consist of 194 permanent spaces, of which 84 are 
for female officers, and 562 spaces in improved mobilization-ty pe build- 
ings. Due to the lack of sufficient adequate facilities, it has been 
necessary to assign officers, on a voluntary basis, to 284 spaces in un- 
rehabilitated mobilization-type buildings. These buildings do not 
meet the minimum criteria established for adequate quarters (AR- 
210-14.) 

The second line item is for an officers field mess at an estimated cost 
of $435,000. 

A requirement exists for housing 646 student officers. The proposed 
mess building is to provide dining facilities with a capacity to serve 
600 officers within a 1l-hour period. The mess will support the 160 
BOQ spaces included in this program and will provide dining facili- 
ties for student officers housed in mobilization type BOQ’s. 

No permanent officers field mess is available within the U.S. Army 
Armor School area. A nonrehabilitated (200-man) mobilization 
type mess is now being operated at approximately twice its designed 
capacity to service student officers billeted within the 2700 block. 

Students billeted elsewhere must utilize a diverted enlisted men’s 
mess or the facilities of the officers’ club. The distances from BOQ’s 
to these facilities vary from 0.6 mile to 2.1 miles. 
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Upon completion of this project, the mobilization-type mess now 
in use will be retained and utilized ‘to store extra baggage of student 
oflicers, the diverted enlisted men’s mess will be returned to use by 
enlisted men. Mobilization-type BOQ’s do not provide space for 
dead storage. 

The third line item is for an armament shop building at an esti- 
mated cost of $223,000. 

This project is required to provide modern and greater productive 
facilities for cleaning, repairing, refinishing and. processing small 
arms Weapons such as the M-1 rifle, small caliber machinegun, etc., 
and their component parts. The armament section which is respon- 
sible for this work is using two temporary buildings of 9,051 square 
feet of floor space. These buildings—100 and T-101—are located 
approximately 3 miles distant from the new ordinance area. One of 
these buildings was designed for dynomometer testing of tank and 
auto engines, but is being used for repairing, refinishing, processing of 
these weapons, and for safe storage after receipt. The other build- 
ing which was designed for repair of towed artillery used during 
World War II is being used also for repair and parts supply. These 
buildings are located approximately 100 feet apart. 

As a result, each item requiring repair must be transported between 
the two buildings four times to complete the repair cycle. In addi- 
tion, one of these buildings is practically useless during winter months 
due to lack of heating facilities, deteriorated condition, and physical 
layout for the work being accomplished. Further, the equipment in 
these buildings is obsolete, which limits the production capacity of 
these facilities to 4.000 items each month. 

This production must be increased in order to meet the training 
requirements. Modern equipment has been purchased and stored at 
this installation for the proposed facility. This new equipment is 
capable of increasing production 100 percent. A properly designed 
shop building for the purpose indicated with this new equipment, and 
sited in the new ordnance area, will result in an annual saving in 
operating cost of $24,000 through transportation, manpower, in- 
creased production, and increased efficiency in operation. 

Renovation of the existing buildings to meet the production require- 
ments of repair, cleaning, and so on is estimated at $81,000. However, 
such renovation will not eliminate the transportation problem required 
to complete the repair cycle. There are no other existing facilities 
that could satisfy this. 

The fourth line item is for the Army Medical Research Institute at 
an estimated cost of $4,838,000. 

Requested funds are for the Army Medical Service research labora- 
tory facilities. The U.S. Army Medical Research Laboratory, Fort. 
Knox, Ky., is the second largest. research facility of the Medical R. & D. 
Command. Investig: tions: at this laboratory represent the major 
effort of the Surgeon General to improve the capability of healthy 
combat soldiers in the field. 

Studies at this laboratory are designed to find ways to increase the 
adaptability of the soldier to the complex stresses resulting from the 
machines and environments of modern war, and to indicate need for 
design changes in military equipment, so it can be used more effectively 
and with less hazard to troops. 
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This laboratory has identified and solved many important. problems 
of the American soldier in the field since it was established in 1942. 
It is now handicapped by the necessity of housing its staff and re- 
search equipment in 27 separate buildings. Most of these buildings are 
18 years old—World War II— cantonment-type frame structures. 
In this “splinter village” firetrap there are laboratories with modern 
research requipment having a replacement value of approximately $4 
million. 

Military and civilian scientists, at the ARML conduct a wide variety 
of fundamental laboratory investigations to set the stage for studies in 
the field. For example, the effects of cold, humidity, wind, isolation, 
and other factors are studied in volunteers, using chambers designed 
and built at this laboratory. Such experiments are followed by studies 
in the Arctic, conducted by research personnel who accompany troops 
on maneuvers. Research teams have furnished much useful data on 
elimination of troops by careful laboratory and physical examinations 
of soldiers moved rapidly by air transport from cold to tropical 
climates. Much of our current knowledge of the causes and treatment 
of trenchfoot and frostbite stems directly from investigations by 
ARML scientist. 

The research programs of the U.S. Army Medical Research Labora- 
tory, Fort Knox, Ky., are not duplicated at any other military medical 
research organization of the Army or other military service. 

The Cuarmman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. StattnsHEeK. Page 155 of the backup book, “Fort Meade, Md.: 
Operational facilities and maintenance facilities, $788,000.” 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is to train and 
logistically support post troop units as well as Headquarters, 2d U.S. 
Army Headquarters, National Security Agency, Finance and Account- 
ing Office, 2d Antiaircraft Regional Command, U.S. Army Signal 
Air Defense Engineering Agency, 2d U.S. Army Field Maintenance 
Reserve Components and Reserve Officers Training Corps Summer 
Training. There are three line items requested for this installation 
at a total estimated cost of $788,000 excluding family quarters (Cape- 
hart). The first line item is for Access Apron (FW and RW) at 
an estimated cost of $314,000. 

This hangar access apron is required to connect the hangar in this 
program and facilities now under construction. Without the proposed 
access apron the hangar will not be a complete usable facility. Paved 
surfaces around the hangar are essential to maintain an efficient 
maintenance program. Dirt and dust hazards to engine repair and 
overhaul must be eliminated in order to reduce maintenance require- 
ments and costs which are excessive when these hazards are allowed 
to exist. 

The second item is “Hangar with Shops” at an estimated cost of 
$474,000. 

This item, together with a similar hangar now under construction, 
will provide the maintenance facilities required for the 53 aircraft 
assigned to this installation. There are no existing facilities that 
could be expanded or rehabilitated to satisfy the requirement. Exist- 
ing facility consists of a portable type (tropical) hangar erected by 
troop labor in 1956. Construction of the new 150-bed hospital in the 
flight pattern of the existing airfield precludes utilizing the airstrip 
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and existing hangar in present location. It is considered infeasible 
to disassemble, move, i reerect the existing hangar at the new airfield 
due to the deteriorated condition of the corrugated steel roof and side- 
wall sheets, and also to the fact that the prefabricated connectors 
are welded rather than bolted; this facility will be demolished upon 
completion of requested project. 

The third item is for 400 family quarters (Capehart). 

The Carman. Without objection, it will be approved. 

Page 161 of the backup book. “Fort Ritchie, Md.: Family quarters 
(Capehart) 60 units.” 

Now, take the 3d Army. 

Mr. SiatrinsHek. Page 165 of the backup book, “Fort Benning, 
Ga.: Medical facilities, Administrative Facilities and Community 
Facilities, $1,956,000.” 

General Seeman. The mission is the development of leadership in 
all ranks. Instruction of infantry officers in standardized techniques 
and tactics; training of officers for staff duty—up to and including 
regimental combat team—instructing, testing, qualifying enlisted 
men and officers in airborne technique and tactics. To furnish ad- 
ministrative and logistical support to an infantry division. 

There are five line items requested for this installation at an esti- 
mated cost of $1,956,000. The first line item is for dispensary and 
dental clinic at an estimated cost of $384,000. 

This item is required to provide permanent space for the admin- 
istering of medical treatment to the minor ills and injuries and to 
provide dental clinic facilities for troops to be billeted at the Kelley 
Hill permanent troop housing development, for which eight 263-man 
barracks and eight 326-man barracks have been completed and 
occupied. 

The need for this facility will be immediate since there are no 
other buildings in the area that can be utilized for this purpose. If 
this project is eliminated, it will be necessary to use barracks space 
for the dispensary activity, depriving design usage, or use of a shuttle 
bus service to transport those with minor injuries or on sick call 
for minor illnesses or injuries to the main post or Houston Hill, a 
distance of 4 and 2 miles, respectively, for treatment. 

There are no dental facilities existing in this area and the troops 
are forced to go to a temporary clinic located over 4 miles away in 
the Harmony Church cantonment area. With the completion of this 
project the 2d Infantry Division will close down the 13-chair Sand 
Hill area and 7-chair Harmony Church area temporary clinic and 
combine all dental facilities of the division into the new dental clinic 
of Kelley Hill. 

The second line item is for two regimental headquarters buildings 
at an estimated cost of $375,000. 

This item is required to provide adequate facilities for administra- 
tion at regimental level for the entirely new Kelley Hill permanent 
troop-housing development of which eight 263-man barracks and 
eight 326-man barracks have been completed. With the completion 
of recent construction, three battle groups are housed in this develop- 
ment and there are no existing buildings that can be utilized for 
regimental headquarters. With the relative remoteness of Kelley Hill 
from the established areas of the reservation, 4 miles from main post, 
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5 miles from Sand Hill area, and 4 miles from Harmony Church area, 
the location of this facility several miles distant in another area 
would be entirely impractical. The only alternative would be to di- 
vert troop-housing space to this use. 

The third line item is for four battalion headquarters and classroom 
buildings at an estimated cost of $552,000. 

This item is required to provide permanent space for administra- 
tion at battalion level at'the new Kelley Hill permanent troop-housing 
development, of which eight 236-man barracks and eight 326-man 
bar or have been completed and occupied. There are no existing 
buildings which can be used to house the activity. Makeshift facili- 
ties, utilizing troop space will be the only alternative if this project 
is eliminated, thereby depriving that space for its designed use. 

The fourth line item is for a regimental gymnasium at an esti- 
mated cost of $365,000. 

This item is required to provide adequate permanent facilities for 
indoor physical training and recreation for personnel housed in the 
entirely new Kelley Hill troop-housing development of which eight 
236-man barracks and eight 326-man barracks have been completed 
and occupied. The need is great since there are no like facilities to 
support the existing 4,712 permanent troop spaces and the area is re- 
motely located from any other developed area of the installation. 
The closest existing facility is a World War IT type structure located 
in the Harmony Church area approximately 4 miles distant from 
this area. 

The fifth line item is for a regimental chapel, 300 seat at an esti- 
mated cost of $280,000. 

This item is required to provide facilities for religious activities for 
the occupants of the entirely new Kelley Hill troop-housing develop- 
ment of which eight 236-man barracks and eight 326-man barracks 
have been completed and occupied (4,712 spaces). The need for this 
facility is great since this is an entirely new troop-housing development 
in an area remote from other established areas of the installation. 
There are no existing facilities as such in the area and present activities 
are conducted in troop spaces officially diverted for this and other 
necessary support activities. By providing this requested item, 8,000 
square feet of permanent troop space will be returned to the de- 
signed use. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. Page 171 of the backup book, Fort Bragg, N.C.: 
Training facilities, supply facilities and community facilities, 
$1,092,000. 

General Sreman. The mission of this installation is the tactical 
training of an airborne division, air transportation (helicopter) units, 
an airborne corps headquarters and special warfare. Testing of air- 
borne material. There are five line items requested for this installa- 
tion at an estimated cost of $1,092,000. 

The first line item is for a battalion classroom building at an esti- 
mated cost of $74,000. 

This item is required to provide classroom space for one battalion 
housed in permanent barracks constructed under the fiscal year 1956 
MCA program. Battalion classroom buildings and buildings of simi- 
lar size, such as regimental dispensaries in the adjacent troop area, 
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are used to capacity by troops in that area and cannot be made avail- 
able to troops in the new barracks. There are not permanent build- 
ings anywhere at Fort Bragg that could be made available for 
conversion to battalion classroom use. In the absence of a classroom 
building, the classes are held out of doors if weather permits or in 
dayrooms in the barracks during inclement weather. 

This is not completely satisfactory from the classroom standpoint 
as there are no storage areas for supplies, no blackboards, and the 
floor area is only one-fourth of that required for a battalion classroom. 
Use of the dayroom as a classroom also precludes its full use for 
recreation, thereby limiting recreation of offduty personnel to squad 
rooms or NCO rooms. Upon construction of a battalion classroom 
building, the dayroom will revert to its designed use. 

The second line item is for an instruction shed and classroom build- 
ing at an estimated cost of $135,000. 

This item is required to provide permanent instructional facilities 
for the Aerial Delivery and Jumpmasters School. Classes are now 
held in tents, in stationary aircraft, and in the open at the division 
marshaling area adjacent to Pope Army Airfield. 

Aerial delivery is concerned with mounting, rigging, and loading on 
aircraft all types of equipment including, trucks, tractors, and artillery 
pieces. The Jumpmasters School is concerned with instruction in 
duties and responsibilities of jumpmasters who are in command of 
paratroops during flight. Laboratory periods for aerial delivery are 
held in the open for rigging such items as trucks and large artillery 
pieces, and in the tent for smaller equipment. Each 75-man class lasts 
2 weeks and operation of the school is a year-round activity. Classes 
must continue regardless of weather conditions. With an annual rain- 
fall of 52 inches, there are 109 days per year with measurable rainfall. 
All attempts to provide heat in the tent to combat an average winter 
temperature of 43.4° have been totally ineffective and have been 
abandoned. Students who spend more than half of the 2-week instruc- 
tion in lecture-type classes must wear gloves while taking notes during 
cold weather. The necessity for holding classes in the division mar- 
shaling area, where cargo- and troop-carrier aircraft are immediately 
available, precludes use of classrooms in the barracks area which is 2.5 
miles from the airfield. 

The third item is for a battalion headquarters and classroom build- 
in at an estimated cost of $151,000. 

Five 326-man barracks were constructed in a new permanent. bar- 
‘racks area under the fiscal year 1956 MCA program. These barracks 
house two battalions for which one battalion headquarters and no 
battalion classrooms have been provided. In the absence of battalion 
classrooms for the two battalions, and a battalion headquarters build- 
ing for one of the battalions, NCO rooms and dayrooms in the barracks 
have been diverted to these uses. Troops displaced because of this 
diversion of permanent barracks spaces, are housed in unrehabilitated 
World War II temporary barracks. 

The administrative and classroom space provided by this request, 

lus a battalion classroom building requested as separate line item 201 
in this program, will meet the requirements for the troop billets. The 
classroom portion of this building will contain one 250-man classroom 
and one T.I. & E. classroom to accommodate 30 men. 





2828 





The fourth line item is required for nine battalion storerooms at an 
estimated cost of $456,000. 

This item is required to provide storage facilities in the new 
permanent barracks area for units above company level; specifically, 
three combat groups, four battalions of the, Airborne Division, 4th 
Tank Battalion, and 3d Battalion of the 16th Artillery. Storage 
space is now being provided by the division of an area equal to 582 
billet spaces in the permanent barracks, with the result that 582 
troops are forced to occupy mobilization-type barracks constructed 
in 1941, and which have not been rehabilitated for extended use, 
Items to be stored include office supplies, engineer survey equipment, 
tents, field ranges, radio telephones, radios and radar equipment. 
Space in permanent barracks will revert to troop housing; and va- 
cated temporary barracks will be placed on fom Failure to pro- 
vide this item will continue the present operation of diverting 
permanent barracks space to storage, and housing troops in tempo- 
rary facilities. Nearest facilities that could be converted to this use 
are mobilization-type barracks, 214 miles away from permanent bar- 
racks area. 

The fifth item is required for a regimental chapel at an estimated 
cost of $276,000. 

This item will release for troop use a standard permanent battalion 
classroom building constructed in 1957. Because there is only one 
300-seat chapel in a new permanent 13,380-man barracks area, it 
has been necessary to establish two chapels in battalion classroom 
buildings and a third in the dining area of a permanent 235-man 
barracks. This has necessitated diversion of barracks dayroom space 
to classroom use and consolidation of 2 messes so that 470 men must 
now be fed in a dining hall designed for 235 men. 

There is not sufficient room in the classroom building for storage 
of vestments, nor space for private consultations between chaplains 
and the troops. Operation within this facility is makeshift as is the 
holding of classes in barracks dayrooms where there are no chalk 
boards or facilities for storage of teaching aids, also troop morale 
suffers in the end because of a lack of readily available dayroom 
facilities. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, it will be approved. 

Mr. SuatrnsHek. Page 178 of the backup book: Fort Campbell, 
Ky., maintenance facilities, and community facilities, $609,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is basic and tech- 
nical training of airborne division, engineer group and other non- 
division units, including parachute landing (equipment and person- 
nel) and weapons-firing operations. 

There are three line items requested for this installation at an 
estimated cost of $609,000 excluding family quarters (Capehart). 

The first line item is addition of shops to two hangers at an 
estimated cost of $311,000. This item is required to provide shop space 
for organizational maintenance of the 20 fixed wing and 70 rotary 
wing aircraft assigned to the 101st Airborne Division Aviation Com- 
pany and a medium helicopter company. Present aircraft mainte- 
nance is being accomplished in several tents and a small 11,700-square- 
foot temporary hangar located on the field; and in two wood and tar 


paper theater-of-operations type tank shops located about 1 mile 
from the airfield: 











me 


pe 
m 
ms 
ho 
ho 
ch 
le 


a Ah. ate ae o eee ee Ae ae 








5 


7 < “ 
< 
— ee | 


fF BOWS 


ct co 
.'<S 


°©@ TRY 


~ 
_~ 





2829 


These temporary facilities are so small that most of the helicopters 
based at Fort Campbell will not fit into them with the result that 
about one-half of all of the aircraft maintenance is performed out of 
doors. One large hangar with shops, one large hangar without shops, 
and one medium hangar without shops are now under construction. 
The large hangar with shops will be used for maintenance of all 
aircraft; the other large hangar will be used for organizational 
maintenance of all helicopters assigned to the 101st and 19th companies, 
and the medium hangar will be used for organizational maintenance of 
all fixed wing aircraft assigned to the same companies. 

The second item is for regimental chapel at an estimated cost of 
$298,000. 

This item is required to provide a permanent type 300-seat regi- 
mental chapel in close proximity to the new permanent troop housing 
areas already constructed. Only one permanent chapel exists in the 
permanent troop housing area. There are a total of 10 existing 
mobilization type chapels at this station, one of which is used as the 
main post chapel. All the others are located in mobilization troop 
housing areas and are from 2 to 4 miles from the permanent troop 
housing area to be served by the proposed chapel. The use of existing 
chapels, regardless of renovation and maintenance costs, will not al- 
leviate the problem of low church attendance, since experience has 
shown that the greatest deterrent to church attendance is locating 
religious facilities some distance from the troop barracks. The near- 
est civilian churches are located from 10 to 25 miles from this station. 

The third item is for 500 family quarters ( Capehart). 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item 1s approved. 

Mr. S.iatinsHeK. Page 183 of the backup book: Fort McClellan, 
Ala., training facilities and supply facilities, $463,000. 

General Seeman. The mission is Chemical Corps Training Com- 
mand, including operation of Chemical Corps School which provides 
chemical, biological, and radiological welfare training for troop units 
and selected personnel for Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Air Force, 
and North Atlantic Treaty Organization, 100th Group Chemical 
Corps, Chemical Corps Field Requirements Agency, WAC basic 
training and WAC Specialist School, National Guard and Reserve 
summer training. There are four line items requested for this instal- 
lation at an estimated cost of $463,000. 

The first line item is for a decontamination equipment building at 
an estimated cost of $121,000. 

This item is required to provide all classroom facilities for instruc- 
tion in the use and maintenance of decontaminating equipment. to 
officers and enlisted men attending the Chemical Corps School. The 
decontaminating equipment is employed for destroying or neutraliz- 
ing chemical and biological agents. A blacktop area with a tar- 
paulin shelter for the equipment is presently used for conducting 
the classes, which provides no protection for students or equipment 
in inclement weather. The instruction, under such circumstances, is 
below the standards of a permanent installation. The proposed facil- 
ity will not replace another facility. The lack of a facility for this 
type of instruction has been criticized by inspection teams. The 
specific functions of the facility require a building of design, char- 
acteristics, and size for the accommodation of the number of students 
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and size of classes currently handled and scheduled in the foreseeable 
future. No existing facility, either permanent or temporary, is avail- 
able for this pr: actical tr aining on a year-round basis. 

The second line item is the chemical equipment building at an 
estimated cost. of $117,000. 

This item is required to provide adequate and nonexistent class- 
room facilities for instruction of 1,120 enlisted students, and various 
officer classes in the use and maintenance of heavy items of flame- 
thrower equipment, service units, fuel mixing units, and attendant 
items of spare parts. At one time when instruction in this area was 
small, a mobilization type battalion recreation room in a wooden 
structure, erected in 1941 was utilized. Such use was discontinued 
with the acquisition of the current heavy equipment due to the type 
of construction and limited floor load-carrying capacity. 

This building was located 2.9 miles from the school and involved 
excessive operating costs in transportation and support personnel 
and waste of valuable training time. 

Because of the unavailability of any facility for diversion to this 
type of use, the instruction has, of necessity, been carried on in the 
open on a blacktop area under favorable weather conditions and the 
equipment stored under canvas tarpaulins. The equipment is such as 
to require protection from the weather by housing 1 in a satisfactory 
classroom—practical exercise building. ‘ailure to provide this 
facility will require training to be limited to days when weather is 
favorable for outdoor operation only. 

The third line item is for air conditioning WAC school at an esti- 
mated cost of $167,000. 

Installation of air conditioning in this school building, consisting 
chiefly of classrooms, is required to permit adequate training of WAC 
personnel. The mechanical ventilation presently installed in the 
building is inadequate inasmuch as it is noisy and inefficient. Doors 
to corridors and windows have to be opened to get any degree of 
circulation which adds additional noise and distraction. Films are 
being shown 1 In an average of one out of fiv e classes with an aver age 
running time of 22 minutes each. 

In order to permit visibility of the film, doors must be closed and 
blinds. must be drawn, cutting off all ventilation. During the time 
of instruction, the ventil: ating fans have to be turned off because the 
noise of the fans drowns out the instructor's voice. Lack of ventila- 
tion, combined with body heat, and room temperature create a 
condition detrimental to health and alertness of all concerned. 

The fourth line item is for an ammunition magazine at an estimated 
cost of $58,000. 

This item is required to provide the final increment of covered 
storage facilities for the proper and safe storage of approximately 60 
tons of ammunition. Thirty tons of this ammunition is now being 
stored in six structures under Department of the Army waiver to 
quantity, distance, safety standards, since outside storage of certain 
items does not conform to safety and secur ity regulation: : the remain- 
ing 30 tons is subjected to open storage due to lack of indoor stor age 
facilities. E xisting covered facilities accommodate 600 tons of am- 
munition, which includes the 30 tons stored under w aiver discussed 
above. Failure to provide this item will require continued use of 

open storage and covered storage under waivers. 
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The CuairMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatTinsueK. Page 188 of the bac kup book. Fort Rucker, Ala. 
Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, commu- 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and real estate, 
$3,518,000. 

General Seeman. This post is the U.S.Army Aviation Center, in- 
cluding the U.S. Army Aviation School and supporting units; the 
U.S. Army Aviation Board; U.S. Army Transportation Aircraft Test 
and Support Activity; U S. Army Signal Corps Aviation Test and 
Support Detachment; U.S. Army Aviation Human Research Unit; 
U.s. Army Board for Aviation Accident Research; the 2d Battle 
Group 31st Infantry with the 21st Aviation Company and 7292d 
Aerial Combat Reconnaissance Company in direct support of the 
U.S. Aviation School; one Engineer battalion (heavy construction). 

There are 17 line items requested for this installation at an estimated 
cost of $3,518,000 excluding family quarters (Capehart). The first 
line item is for runways (fixed wing 6) at an estimated cost of 
$381,000. 

Double, crossed runways are required at fixed wing 6 to support 
the stagefield requirements for two of the primary classes. Runways 
must be crossed to provide for crosswinds, and double to handle the 
quantity of traffic generated by the training operation. There are no 
existing facilities as this item is a portion of the overall facilities 
making up a new aviation training complex. If this item is not pro- 
vided, it will not be possible to operate fixed wing 6 stagefield. 

The second line item is for runways (auxiliary 3) at an estimated 
cost of $479,000. 

This project will provide the all-weather double runway system 
required at this airfield to support primary student training. Zach 
of the two runways in the same orientation must support approxi- 
mately 75 operational L-19 aircraft, each of which will make an 
average of three takeoffs and three landings each training day. In 
addition, the aircraft in support of the presolo and solo phase of 
training (approximately 15 aircraft) will average an additional 10 
landings and takeoffs each day for a total airfield utilization of 450 
takeoffs and 450 landings each day. Inasmuch as the training will 
involve primarily students who have had no previous flight experience, 
it is essential that an alternate double system of runways be installed 
to preclude students taking off under crosswind conditions, resulting 
in the total requirement for four runways. Failure to provide con- 
struction approval of this item would seriously hamper the operational 
capability of the U.S. Army Aviation School in the accomplishment 
of its assigned mission by requiring continued use of the overcrowded 
existing facilities. 

The third line is for taxiways (auxiliary 3) at an estimated cost. 
of $235,000, 

Taxiways are an integral part of the entire complex being required 
to provide for aircraft movement between the parking area and the 
runways. These taxiways should be sufficiently wide at those places 
where aircraft stop and go through the run up procedure to insure 
safe operating status of the aircraft prior to moving to the runway 
for takeoff. Failure to provide this project would result in aircraft 
being required to use the runway as a taxiway, thereby restricting 
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operations inasmuch as only one aircraft is authorized on the runway 
at one time. 

The fourth line item is for taxiways (fixed wing 6) at an estimated 
cost of $205,000. 

This item is required to provide a taxiway for each runway, to 
facilitate planes, upon landing into the wind, to return to the opposite 
end of the runway for takeoff into the wind, without holding up other 
landings and takeoffs. There are no existing facilities as this item 
is a portion of the overall facilities making up a new aviation training 
complex. If this item is not provided, it will not be possible to oper- 
ate fixed wing 6 stagefield. 

The fifth line item is for parking apron and facilities (auxiliary 3) 
at an estimated cost of $447,000. 

Parking aprons and interior taxilanes, within the apron, and tie- 
down facilities for 150 L-19 aircraft are essential components in the 
development of auxiliary field No. 3. Tiedown facilities are neces- 
sary to prevent damage to parked aircraft in the event of severe 
weather, since no hangar space with attendant storage capability is 
proposed for auxiliary field No. 3. Failure to provide construction 
approval of this item would require aircraft to be parked on unpaved 
areas which would soon turn the area into a sea of mud, or a dust 
bowl, thereby reducing effective training and operations and increas- 
ing maintenance costs out of proportion to the cost of adequate park- 
ing facilities. 

The sixth line item is for fuel storage (auxiliary 3) at an estimated 
cost of $67,000. 

Approximately 24,000-gallon fuel storage capability will be required 
to support the 150 aircraft based at this installation. This require- 
ment is based on the daily usage of approximately 5,400 gallons per 
training day. It is considered atid that approximately 1 week’s 
fuel storage capability be available on site based on the experience 
level of this installation and upon the storage capability of the main 
petroleum, oil, and lubricants storage facilities located at Fort Rucker. 
Two 12,000-gallon tanks are required rather than one 24,000-gallon 
tank so that, in the event one tank becomes contaminated, fuel storage 
capability would be available while the dirty tank is being cleaned. 
In addition, it will provide flexibility required for use of two different 
types of fuel in the future, if necessary. 

The seventh line item is for airfield pavement lighting (auxiliary 
3) at an estimated cost of $285,000. 

Permanent lighting facilities are required at auxiliary field No. 
3 in order to conduct night flying instructions during primary flight 
training. Based on the optimum of eight aircraft per traffic pattern, 
two lighted operational runways are necessary for night traffic pat- 
tern flights. To insure the availability of two operational lighted 
runways, it is necessary that all four runways be lighted to preclude 
students attempting cross-wind landing at night. Failure to provide 
construction approval of this item would result in the training pro- 
gram being incomplete due to inability to provide night flying 
instruction. 

The eighth line item is for an operations building with control 
tower (auxiliary 3) at an estimated cost of $192,000. This item is 
needed to provide a field headquarters, a weather and flight opera- 
tions facility, a control tower, and a snack bar/restaurant for auxil- 
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iary field No. 3. Offices for the field headquarters are required for 
the military director and deputy director of primary fixed- tte train- 
ing, the civilian contractor's general manager and director of train- 
ing, and the airfield operations officer; weather and flight operations 
facilities are required for processing of flight clearances; the control 
tower is required to control the 150 L-19 Bird Dog aircraft which 
will be based at the field; and the snack bar/restaurant, which will 
be PX-operated, is required to support approximately 425 people per 
day. It would be impracticable to send these can to the nearest 
like facility which is 11 miles distant. Auxiliary 3 cannot be made 
oper ational if this item is not provided. 

The ninth line item is for an operations building (fixed wing 6) at an 
estimated cost of $59,000. This facility is required to provide an 
onsite briefing classroom for operational training briefings; shelter 
for students and instructors who are not flying; a study hall for the 
27 students who will not be flying at any one given time; and a con- 
trol tower to control air traffic. There are no existing facilities avail- 
able to meet this requirement. Failure to provide construction 
approval of this item would seriously hamper the operational capa- 
bility of the U.S. Army Aviation School in the accomplishment of 
its assigned mission. 

The 10th line item is for a flight instructors’ building (auxiliary 
3) at an estimated cost of $204,000. This item is required for student 
briefing and for supervising primary fixed-wing flight training. It 
will provide briefing rooms for approximately 275 students, locker 
rooms for approximately 100 civilian flight mstructors, and officers 
for the flight director ; flight commanders, and flight check division, the 
flight standards division, the safety director, and the flight surgeon. 
It will also provide minimum essential space for mimeograph ma- 
chines and for posting and storing flight records. Each of the five 
classes in training at auxiliary 3 will be divided into two sections, 
one of which flies in the morning, the other in the afternoon. Each 
class requires a briefing room and each section requires office space 
for the posting of progress charts and other individual flight records. 
Supervisory functions performed by the contractor are essential for 
efficient training and quality control of student pilots; and office space 
must be prov ided for these supervisory functions. At the present 
time, these operations are utilizing the flight instructors building at 
Lowe Army Airfield, thereby displacing the Advanced Contact and 
Tactics training phase to Cairns Army Airfield. These classroom 
facilities at Cairns Army Airfield are World War II frame-type 
buildings which are not adequate for long-range operations. For this 
reason, “it is necessary that the flight instructors building be con- 
structed at auxiliary field No. 3 to accommodate primary training, 
so that the advanced contact division can move back to Lowe Army 
Airfield and utilize the classrooms located at that installation. Fail- 
ure to provide this item would preclude use of auxiliary field No. 3 
for primary flight training. 

he 11th line item is for two postflight maintenance hangars 
(auxiliary 3) at an estimated cost of $189,000. There are no exist- 
ing facilities at auxiliary 3. Interim facilities consisting of two 
buildings 50 x 80 feet, located at auxiliary 1 are inadequate. It is 
necessary to provide all-weather facilities for 1st and 2d echelon 
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maintenance on 150 aircraft. For flying safety it is imperative that 
each aircraft be inspected each day after it has been flown. This 
inspection includes minor items of maintenance as they occur and 
certain scheduled item, oil, changes, etc. This facility will provide 
for better maintenance by centralizing both major and minor main- 
tenance at the base field. In most instances, this minor maintenance 
can be performed in the aircraft’s regular parking stall; however, 
in inclement weather it is imperative that shelter be provided for 
those cases when it may take considerable length of time to accomplish. 
In addition to the shelter for maintenance, it will be necessary to store 
some smaller items of equipment, provide space for aircraft records, 
and store mechanics tool sets and such operational equipment as 
starters, etc. Since each aircraft takes up approximately 1,000 square 
feet of floor space, no more than 1 out of 15 aircraft could be in the 
maintenance building at one time. This facility is the minimum 
acceptable for adequate maintenance. Mechanics at this field will 
have to find many small defects which ordinarily the pilot would 
find, but which primary students would overlook due to the lack of 
experience. For this reason alone, the mechanics should have every 
facility possible to insure good maintenance. 

The 12th line item is to erect hangar with shops (TATSA) at an 
estimated cost of $394,000. Transportation test support facility is 
assigned the mission of organizational and/or field maintenance sup- 
port. of 74 test aircraft of 19 different types and models. An average 

of 28 of these require daily maintenance in hangar facilities; however, 
a peak load of as many as 40 aircraft has occurred in 1 day. The 
existing hangar will provide space for approximately half of the 
average daily maintenance requirement, and the remaining half must 
be processed outdoors or delayed until hangar space is available. Due 
to the accelerated testing required, the aircraft assigned to this activity 
are flown all day, and maintenance, except emergency (safety of flight) 
is accomplished at night. Asa result, practic: ly the total daily work- 
load must be per formed in an 8 to 12 hours night-time period. Since 
there is no working fleet for maintenance, the “aircraft must be proc- 
essed each night for the flight the next day. Flight is scheduled 7 
days a week and the maintenance facility is operated around the 
clock. Overcrowding in the existing hangar slows the maintenance 
operation. Space currently available precludes protecting all the air- 
craft in the event of short notice of severe weather warnings. The 
existing hangar does not provide enough space for technic al repre- 
sentatives, inspectors, or pilots. 

The 15th line item is for fire and rescue station (auxiliary 3) at an 
estimated cost of $59,000. A fire and rescue building will be required 
at auxiliary field No. 3 to provide firefighting support and rescue 
operations at this field. For example, at all stagefields where air- 
craft are not based, this protection is provided by mobile fire and 
rescue vehicles. In addition to aircraft safety, fire and rescue build- 
ing provides a facility to protect all other facilities at auxiliary field 
No. 3. Inasmuch as ‘auxiliary field No. 3 is approximately 10 to 11 
miles from the closest facility of this type, located at Lowe Army Air- 
field, it is essential that this construction be approved. The proposed 
facility must provide fire protection on a 24-hour basis. Failure to 
provide construction approval of this item would preclude use of the 
entire field for flight operations. 
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The 14th line item is for land acquisition (auxiliary 3) at an esti- 
mated cost of $80,000 for 360 acres. This project provides a separate 
base field to support aircraft, piloted by a new class, each 19 training 
days, of 78 pet a just learning to fly, so as to insure maximum 
utilization of scheduled flying hours. For efficiency of operation, 
this field must be located in close proximity to the cantonment area 
and existing stagefields. However, for safety of flight, this field must 
be located so that the aircraft operating from it will not intermingle 
with other aircraft operating at Fort Rucker; auxiliary field No. 3 
will meet this requirement. Additional land is required as there is 
no land presently owned or under lease by the Government which 
would meet these requirements. At the present time, primary flight 
training is based at Lowe Army Airfield where essentially the same 
facilities are available as are being proposed at auxiliary No. 3. Lowe 
Army Airfield was constructed as a base field for advanced contact 
and tactics base operations; these operations are currently being 
accommodated at Cairns Army Airfield. This has imposed an exces- 
sive base support requirement on Cairns Army Airfield and has inter- 
woven, to an unacceptable degree, flight training with the operational, 
testing, and other aviation training activities performed at this field. 
This arrangement is not considered feasible for other than a temporary 
operation. 

The 15th line item is for “Land Acquisition” (fixed wing 6) at an 
estimated cost of $12,000. The U.S. Army Aviation School has a 
requirement to procure 265 acres of land on which a permanent-type 
primary stagefield can be constructed. The geographical boundaries 
of this site must be easily identifiable from the air, and the site must. 
be a minimum distance of 5 nautical miles from existing airfields. It 
is essential that this stagefield be close to an existing improved road 
so that vehicles and buses may drive between Fort Rucker and the 
stagefield. In addition, to preclude the loss of training time, it is 
essential that this stagefield be within 15 minutes flying time from 
the Fort Rucker Reservation and that it be geographically located 
in the approximate center of the primary flight training area. Four 
classes of primary fixed-wing training—each in a different training 
phase—and one cross-training class are in operation simultaneously. 

The 16th line item is for “Site utilities, roads, parking, and land- 
seaping” (auxiliary 3) at an estimated cost of $272,000. This project 
is required to provide all of the utilities, roads, and landscaping to 
support the development of Auxiliary Field No. 3 which is a com- 
pletely new aviation complex. 

The 17th line item is for 498 family quarters (Capehart). 

The CuHarrMAn. Without objection, the item is approved. 

General Seeman. Mr. Chairman, we just received a later appraisal 
on that land item at Fort Rucker, and instead of the 620 acres it is 
625 acres, and the estimated total cost of the line item now is $3,560,000, 
rather than the $3,518,000 shown. 

The Cuatrman. $3,560,000 ? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

The Cnatrman. And the acreage is 20 acres more 

General Sreman. Five acres more, sir. 

The CratrMan. Five acres more. Without objection, the amend- 
ment is agreed to, and the figure is $3,560,000. 
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Now the Fourth Army area. 
Mr. SiaTINsHEK. Page 213 of the backup book. Fort Bliss, Tex., 
“Maintenance facilities and troop housing,” £5 026,000. 

General Seeman. This installation, as the U.S. Army Air Defense 
Center, acts as coordinator between U.S. Army Air Defense School, 
1st Guided Missile Brigade, and U.S. Army Air Defense Board in 
doctrines and programs concerning antiaircraft artillery and guided 
missiles of interest to commanding general, U.S. Continental Army 
Command. There are five line items at this station at a total cost of 
$2,026,000. 

The first line item is for an assembly and test equipment building 
for Hawk missiles at the McGregor Range for $163,000. This item 
will provide protective storage, issue, maintenance, and safeguarding 
of Hawk assembly, test and checkout equipment necessary to support 
eight firing sites. This equipment is used for Hawk assembly and 
checkout procedures done in the revetted warheading areas. There 
is no existing facility, nor is there any available building that could 
be diverted to this use. The requirement for this facility exists now 
and until the proposed facility is provided it will be necessary to keep 
the assembly and checkout equipment in the open outdoors and to 
transport it to Fort Bliss (35 miles) for maintenance. A majority 
of these items are classified and security must be provided at all times. 
Allowing this equipment to remain outdoors will result in deteriora- 
tion due to the extreme climatic conditions in this area. There are 
no other facilities at McGregor Range which can be diverted to this 
purpose. The size of this structure is based on the requirement of 
supporting eight Hawk firing sites during the firing phase of training 
and Hawk annual service practice firings of two battalions. Deferral 
of this item will necessitate keeping the equipment in the open, subject 
to deterioration, and will deter accomplishment of the objectives and 
missions in that currently programed output schedules will not be 
met for Hawk units. 

The next line item is for a “Guided missile maintenance shop” at 
Oro Grande at a cost of $300,000. 

This item is required to check, maintain, and repair the Corporal, 
Sergeant, and Redstone missiles, or their successors, that are or will 
be fired by units of this type in the U.S. Army, including oversea 
units, and also as a training site for NATO troops. The function is 
now being performed in a building constructed by troop labor from 
salvaged materials. This building is in a dilapidated condition and 
will be disposed of when requested facility is provided. Existing 
building does not afford the degree of dustlessness and temperature 
and humidity control that is required for effective missile adjustment 
and repair. The proposed item is necessary for preliminary checkout 
of missiles after their arrival at the range, and to accomplish such 
repairs and adjustments as may be necessary prior to firing the missile. 
The next item is for an “Ordnance motor repair shop and facil- 


ities” at Oro Grande for $146,000. 

This item is needed to provide motor vehicle maintenance facilities 
for approximately 80 pieces of equipment, including ground-handling 
items for surface-to-surface missiles at this isolated camp 50 miles 
from Fort Bliss. There are no existing facilities for this purpose at 
the range and all motor repair work must be done in the open where 
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there is a constant hazard from blowing sand or the vehicles must be 
towed to Fort Bliss. 

This facility will provide first and second echelon support for the 
Ordnance Detachment permanently stationed at this range and for 
visiting Ordnance detachments, including United Nations troops 
brought to the United States for annual service practice and training. 
The equipment repaired and maintained in this shop is in direct sup- 
port of the missile shop. If this item is deferred, it will be necessary 
to continue to perform repair work in the open or tow the vehicles to 
Fort Bliss, which is costly and disrupts the tight training schedule of 
this installation. 

The fourth line item is for an addition to the field printing plant, 
Air Defense School, at a cost of $134,000. 

The proposed addition to the existing facility is required to provide 
adequate working and storage space for printing facilities in support 
of both the U.S. Army Air Defense School and the U.S. Army Defense 
Center. The current demand is not being met as the existing plant 
was designed to provide a maximum production capacity of 5 million 
units per month. Monthly requirements for printed materials are 
expected to continue at 6 to 3 million unit level indefinitely. Lack of 
storage space for paper and for classified material limits any possible 
increase in production. Also, bindery operations cannot keep up with 
press output because of limited space. It is necessary to stop presses 
to allow bindery operations to catch up. Congestion reduces overall 
plant efficiency by an estimated 25 percent. One million pages of 
unclassified work per month could be placed on contract to commercial 
shops. The yearly cost based on actual estimates would be $180,000. 
The same amount of work can be produced in the Army field printing 
plant at a cost of $48,000, or at a savings of $132,000 per year. As the 
workload generated by missile training increases, the requirement for 
other systems will decrease. However, the workload trend is upward. 

The preparation, editing, and proofreading of the material printed 
in this plant is basic to the operational efficiency of the training mission 
to such an extent that its printing at remote plants is unsatisfactory. 
If this additional space is not provided, the capability to fully support 
the requirements cannot be met. 

The last line item is for 5 bachelor officer quarters (28-man) at a cost 
of $1,283,000. 

This project is required to provide part of the deficiency in perma- 
nent BOQ’s at this installation. The assets to meeting the existing 
requirement consists of 512 spaces in permanent structures, 362 spaces 
existing or undergoing modernization in improved temporary struc- 
tures, and 283 spaces in unimproved temporary structures. These 
unimproved structures are World War II mobilization-type BOQ’s or 
barracks divided into small cubicles. Space per individual is totally 
inadequate and the officer occupants must use community-type-latrine 
facilities. The buildings are in an isolated area, remote from every 
post activity or any civilian activity. Officer students of the U.S. 
Army Air Defense School are housed in these unimproved temporary 
buildings. The unsatisfactory accommodations are not conducive to 
good study habits, to good morale, nor to the prestige and general well- 
being of the occupants. Fourteen such buildings have been approved 
for disposal since 1956 because of the rundown condition. They 
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have been retained as a matter of necessity. If the requested BOQ’s 
are not provided, the existing substandard quarters must be retained 
for housing bachelor officers. 

The CuairMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHek. Page 220 of the backup book: Fort Sill, Okla.: 
Maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities, 
$4,955,000. 

General Serman. This installation is responsible for the tactical 
and technical training of artillery and missile units of the U.S. Army 
and is the home of the U.S. Army Artillery and Missile School, the 
U.S. Army Aviation Unit Training Command, and the U.S. Army 
Artillery Board. 

There are nine line items requested at this station at a total cost of 
$4,955,000. 

The first line item is for two missile maintenance shops and facili- 
ties at a cost of $582,000. 

This project is an operational requirement needed to provide a 
heavy missile unit with training and missile-handling facilities which 
permit around-the-clock operations and to meet the current security 
requirements. The facilities requested are for use of heavy and/or 
medium-missile battalions and their supporting units. The existing 
medium-missile maintenance shops cannot be utilized as the floors 
will not accommodate the heavy equipment, and the building sizes 
(height, width, and length) are too small for the newer larger 
equipment. 

If these facilities are not provided, the unit and its supporting 
detachment will be required to use tentage to conduct training and 
perform maintenance on the missile and its allied equipment. While 
this complex multimillion-dollar equipment is designed for field use 
and short periods of exposure to the weather, it is not intended to be 
stored under canvas or exposed to the elements constantly. 

The next line item is for a guided-missiles field maintenance shop 
for post ordnance at a cost of $815,000. 

This project is required to provide a facility of adequate size and 
capacity to accomplish required maintenance on Corporal, Lacrosse, 
and Redstone missiles. 

Since no facilities were available to accomplish the new guided 
missile field-maintenance mission at the U.S. Army Artillery and 
Missile Center, the automotive field-maintenance functions being per- 
formed in six standard automotive shop buildings, temporary type 
SF-14, were concentrated in five of these buildings. This cleared 
Building 2255 for necessary modifications to provide an interim- 
guided-missile shop with minimum facilities and minimum required 
security for field maintenance of the programed Corporal guided 
support. This increased workload and density of items has obsoleted 
the interim facility due to low ceiling height, 14 feet, when 30 feet 
is required ; low crane capacity of 5 tons, where two each of 10 tons 
are required; crane span of 20 feet where 50 feet is needed; crane 
lift of 11 feet where 25 feet is necessary: laboratory and propulsion 
space of 1,000 square feet in lieu of the required 4,625 square feet, and 
overall work area of 18,270 square feet, where 30,000 square feet is 
required. 

Activation of guided-missile units also increases the density of 
workload of conventional ordnance items which dictates the necessity 
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for expansion of automotive facilities back to its original status. 
Therefore, the interim missile shop, Building 2255, would revert to 
its original use, an automotive building, when this project is 
completed. 

No other facility is available to provide these special requirements. 

Modification of current facility to meet the missile maintenance is 
not feasible since the wood-trussed roof cannot be economically raised 
and another automotive building would be required at an estimated 
cost of $500,000, 

Failure to provide this project will result in lack of special-type 
facility to perform a special-type mission. 

The next line item is for seven ammunition igloos at a cost of 
$454,000. 

This project will provide storage for up to 2,000 tons of all types of 
missiles and other ammunition. Space is provided for the installation 
of facilities for the storage of fuels and oxidizers, for protected storage 
of recoverable inert components, and for a holding area for incoming 
and outgoing truck shipments. Experience during the last 3 years 
shows issues average 1,000 tons per month. 

The existing facilities consists of semipermanent igloos with a ca- 
pacity of 200 tons. They are not large enough nor do they have 
facilities to handle guided missiles or heav vy roe kets. There also exist 
permanent fac ‘ilities of 49,542 square feet with a capacity of 500 tons. 

These permanent facilities because of their proximity to inhabitated 
areas, are restricted to those components having a small quantity dis- 
tance requirement. These facilities are served by rail spurs. 

All other storage (approximately 2,300 tons) is in open storage in 
violation of ordnance safety requirements. 

The existing permanent facilities will continue to be used for stor- 
age of minimum hazard component, and the existing temporary fa- 
cilities will be abandoned because of the lack of safety and handling 

facilities. 

Failure to provide the proposed construction will result in inade- 
quate and dangerous facilities being used to store missile and conven- 
tional ammunition. The deterioration due to outside storage could 
lead to accidents involving personnel and damage to equipment. 

The fourth item is for hardstand for two missile maintenance shops 
at a cost of $204,000. 

This project is needed to provide service drives and parking for the 
640 T.O. & E. assigned vehicles of a medium- or heavy-missile unit 
which is to be activated at this installation, or any succeeding unit 
equipped with a future generation missile system, and is a supporting 
project to the missile maintenance shops proposed in this program. 

Existing troop-unit hardstands are of both permanent and mobiliza- 
tion types, constructed from 1934 to present date. 

Existing facilities cannot be used for this requirement since these 
hardstands are now fully utilized by other troop units and will con- 
tinue to be fully utilized after construction of this project. 

Failure to provide this project will result in the missile unit not 
having operational facilities available to support training of military 
personnel or maintenance of equipment. This will force costly equip- 
ment of these missile units to be parked and serviced on unstabilized 
ground subjecting it to extremely dusty conditions during summer 
months and muddy conditions during periods of inclement weather. 
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This will also result in undue wear of equipment and handicap serv- 
icing and maintenance of equipment. 

The next item is for 5 BOQ’s (50-man) costing $2,379,000. 

These bachelor officers quarters are required to house a portion of 
the bachelor officers who are permanently assigned to the U.S. Army 
Artillery and missile center and the U.S. Army Artillery and Missile 
School. 

There is a total requirement for 1,433 permanent BOQ spaces for 
operation at this installation. In addition to the permanently as- 
signed personnel, there are many allied students, Reserve Forces Act 
trainees and Reserve personnel on active duty who must be furnished 
bachelor officers quarters. Many married officers also report to this 
station without their dependents due to the family housing shortage 
which creates an additional requirement for bachelor officers quarters. 
Only six permanent buildings containing 188 bachelor officer spaces 
are now in existence. These contain individual 10-foot by 10-foot 
rooms, unsealed partitions and exterior walls, no lounge space, no 
closets and only one toilet on the first floor for all occupants of the two- 
story buildings. 

The converted B-63 barracks BOQ spaces are almost entirely oc- 
cupied by student officers who are either career or potential career 
personnel. 

Such quarters discourage these personnel, especially the younger 
officers, and are not conducive to retaining these personnel in the 
service. 

In addition, top officers of our allied nations must live in these in- 
adequate quarters. Upon construction of this project, the majority 
of the existing temporary BOQ’s must continue to be utilized. The 
converted barracks will be held as a mobilization potential until such 
time as they will be removed to provide a construction site for a por- 
tion of the principal permanent buildings of the U.S. Army Artillery 
and Missile School programed for the near future. 

The next item is for acquisition of electrical facilities at a cost 
of $186,000. 

This project is required to provide electrical facilities to accommo- 
date the increased electrical load at Fort Sill to 20,000 kilowatts by 
1963. 

The Public Service Co., of Oklahoma, in late 1958, informed Fort 
Sill authorities that their two 13,800-volt feeders did not have suf- 
ficient capacity to serve Fort Sill through another summer and that 
the power supply to Fort Sill would have to be increased in 1959. 

Accordingly, the Public Service Co. proposed to build at their 
expense a 69,000-volt transmission line to Fort Sill and to erect a 
$310,000 substation of 25,000 kilovolt-ampere capacity, provided that 
Fort Sill would erect their own 13,000-volt switching station and 
would purchase from the Public Service Co. their existing substation 
No. 1, their 1,350 kilovolt-ampere-relay capacitor station, and their 
two 13,800-volt feeders on Fort Sill property. 

Mutual agreement on all phases of this proposal was reached, the 
transmission line and substation were constructed and the new system 
energized on September 1, 1959. 

On this date the total Fort Sill load was picked up at one metering 
point with power supplied by the Public Service Co. to the account of 
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the Southwestern Power Administration, a Government-sponsored 
agency, and with Fort Sill billed by the SPA at the lower rate which 
will result in an annual savings of approximately $32,600, based on 
1959 power consumption. (There remains the problem of the Govy- 
ernment meeting its obligation to purchase the Public Service Co. 
facilities mentioned above. In the meantime, agreement had to be 
reached with the Public Service Co. to utilize their facilities until they 
were purchased by the Government. ) 

The utility company reluctantly consented to a short-term lease at 
an agreed-upon annual rate of approximately $26,000. Substation No. 
1, the capacitor station, and the two 13,800-volt feeder lines are now 
integral parts of the Fort Sill power distribution system and they 
must be continued in use or similar new facilities will have to be 
erected at a construction cost considerably greater than the acquisition 
cost of the existing facilities, since these facilities can be purchased 
for their actual construction cost less accrued depreciation. 

All of the company’s facilities indicated above are required now 
or in the immediate future for expansion purposes. The two 13.8- 
kilovolt feeders will be required to serve portions of the installation 
in which they are now located. A certain amount of the installation’s 
existing distribution system is 4.16 kilovolts underground. It is 
impractical to convert this portion to 13.8 kilovolts. Therefore. a 
13.8/4.16-kilovolt substation is required to serve this underground 
portion. 

The company’s 13.8/4.16-kilovolt substation is ideally located to 
serve the underground distribution system. Leasing these facilities, 
as indicated above, results in the Government losing the largest part 
of the $32,600 annual saving resulting from all electrical load being 
metered at one point. 

The seventh item is for conversion of overhead electrical distribution 
system to 13.8 kilovolts at a cost of $240,000. 

This project is required to improve and increase the capacity of 
the primary electric distribution system to accommodate the addi- 
tional electric load generated by existing construction, new construc- 
tion now in progress, and new construc tion proposed in this program. 

The existing 13,800/4.16-volt substation (6,000 kilovolt ampere 

capacity) is overloaded and it is necessary to remove load from this 
substation which now serves the existing 4,160-volt underground and 
overhead distribution system. To remove load from the substation, 
the overhead distribution lines must be converted to 13,800 volts and 
load transferred to 13,800-volt feeders. 

The miximum demand for fiscal year 1961 is expected to reach 
15,500 kilowatts and for fiscal year 1962 is 17,500 kilowatts. Scope 
of the project is based on minimum requirements to provide adequate 
electric service for all activities at this installation and permit accom- 
plishment of the surface-to-surface missile training mission. 

The existing electrical distribution system will continue to be fully 
utilized upon "completion of this project. Failure to provide this 
project will result in continued overloading of the existing substation. 
This will result in electrical service and power not being available 
for use by the major construction items proposed in this program and 
normal expansion of electrical demand of the installation for the 
missile training mission. 

The next item is for a gas distribution line costing $95,000. 








This high pressure gas line is required, in addition to the existing 
low pressure mains, to provide adequate supply of gas to the western 
area of the installation. The majority of MCA construction at Fort 
Sill during the past 8 years has been sited in the area which was not 
previously furnished with gas services. This area is physically re- 
mote from the points of gi as ‘supply. The deaigned operating pressure 
of the existing gas system is approximately 25 pounds per square inch 
gage. The capac ity of the existing system is so small that a pressure 
of 50 pounds per square inch gage was required during the winter of 
1958-59. With the relocation of air traffic control to Fort Sill, it is 
anticipated that the demand will be such that a 60 pounds per square 
inch gage will be required on the system during the 1959-60 heating 
season. Pressures of these ranges present definite fire and safety 
hazards due to leakage and the ‘possibility of service regulator dia- 
phragm rupture. Failure to provide this item will result in insuffi- 
cient fuel being furnished, through presently overloaded gas lines, for 
adequate heating of existing buildings in this area and to supply ‘fuel 
to the proposed two missile maintenance shops included in this pro- 
gram. All existing gas distribution lines will continue to be fully 
utilized upon completion of this project. 

The last is for 350 units of Capehart family quarters. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the 5th Army Area. 

Mr. StatinsHex. Page 240 of the backup book: Fort Leaven- 
worth, Kans.: Operational facilities, troop housing, and utilities, 
$1,370,000. 

General Seeman. This installation is the home of the U.S. Army 
Command and General Staff College, U.S. Disciplinary Barracks, : and 
the Midwest Relay Center and provides support for the Kansas City 
defense area Nike installations. There are five line items requested at 
this station at a total cost of $1,370,000. 

The first item is for an addition to the communications center build- 
ing (2d increment) at a cost of $332,000. 

This facility is needed to establish a secure capability for the high- 
speed transmission of classified messages and to provide administrative 
and supply space not now available. 

This relay center is one of the automatic relay centers built to pro- 
mote efficiency and economy throughout the Army command and ad- 
ministrative network (ACAN) system. 

A part of this project is required for housing electronic security 
equipment specified for delivery in fiscal year 1960-61 in DA “Stra- 
tegic Army communication system (STARCOM-61).” The equip- 
ment to be housed and maintained in the space is necessary to provide 
communication security for part of the worldwide ACAN communica- 
tion system. 

Security of the entire system may be jeopardized if it is not provided. 

Another part is required to house Continental Army toll network 
(CATNET) automatic switching equipment specified to be installed 
about fiscal year 1961 in “U.S. Army continental communication 
system (ACCOM-61).” The remainder is required for Midwest 
Relay Center administrative and supply functions. Facilities to be 
stored are teletypewriter, radio and switching center spare parts and 
supplies totaling approximately 10,000 line items representing a value 
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of about $200,000. No space for these activities are available in the 
original building or first addition, and there are no existing facilities 
in the vicinity of the relay center at Fort Leavenworth which can be 
made available. 

The next line item is for the replacement of electrical services in 96 
family quarters at a cost of $58,000, 

The work proposed herein will provide these apartments with a 
‘apacity commensurate with the modern construction practices, pro- 
vide adequate panel capacity for the hookup of typical occupant-owned 
appliances, and permit an estimated saving of $8,000 to $10,000 
annually, which is now required for the stopgap rewiring measures 
required to prevent a fire hazard. ; 

Existing wiring in these four-bedroom permanent quarters, in gen- 
eral, consists of No 8 American wire gage feeder lines on 23-ampere 
breakers. The electrical loads are such that the existing circuit 
breakers open frequently, even though major loads such as air condi- 
tioners and clothes dryers, are wired on separate circuits. 

The existing mains for apartments are presently rated at 35 amps; 
any load in excess of this amount causes the breakers to trip. The 
average family needs not less than 50 amps in quarters of this type to 
utilize their appliances without restrictive measures presently being 
imposed. A 70-amp main is planned to provide ample power to 
these apartments. Presently installed air conditioning and dryer cir- 
cuits will be transferred to the new mains and panels, doing away with 
stopgap methods now being employed. 

The next line item is for a bachelor officers quarters for 35 nurses and 
WAC officers at a cost of $329,000. 

This item is required to provide quarters for the 35 nurses and WAC 
officers stationed at this installation. These officers are now occupying 
inadequate nurses quarters, male BOQ’s, and officer family quarters. 

The BOQ’s now occupied by the female officers will be used for 
TDY student male officers and the family quarters for their intended 
purpose after these proposed BOQ’s are completed. There is a short- 
age of both BOQ’s and family quarters. 

The next line item is for electrical service expansion costing $317,000. 

This project consists of rebuilding portions of the existing 2.4 
kilovolt system connecting to 34.5/12.4 kilovolt station and providing 
additional substation capacity of 7,500 kilovolt-amperes. The in- 
creased capacity is needed in order to handle the additional load being 
imposed on the system by construction of Capehart housing and the 
Midwest Relay Center; the planned construction of additional Cape- 
hart housing and additions to the Midwest Relay Center; the acquisi- 
tion of 227 units of Wherry housing and supporting facilities for 
all of the above. A temporary substation constructed in 1940 is 
being used to handle the present overload. Upon completion of the 
work now under construction, this substation will be loaded to approx- 
imately 150 percent of its capacity. It will be impossible to maintain 
satisfactory electrical service at this station with present facilities. 
The accomplishment of the mission at Fort Leavenworth will be 
seriously handicapped without additional electrical capacity. 

The last line item is for a sewage treatment system costing $334,000. 

This project covers construction of sewage treatment facilities 
required to comply with Public Law 660—84th Congress, and Kansas 
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river pollution abatement policy adopted by the Kansas State Board 
of Health at its April 1950 meeting. Sewage is presently discharged 
untreated into the Missouri River. 

The city of Leavenworth, Kans., has been under orders from the 
Kansas State Health Department since 1951 to construct primary 
sewage treatment facilities. At that time, the city sounded out the 
three Government agencies having installations contiguous to the 
city relative to their willingness to construct a jointly funded sewage 
treatment plant. 

Under the provisions of Public Law 660, 84th Congress, the United 
States Public Health Service held hearings at several of the larger 
cities and succeeded in initiating a very active program of sewage 
treatment plant construction, The city of Leavenworth was prom- 
ised a Federal grant covering 30 percent of the cost of sewage treat- 
ment facilities for that city provided construction was started prior 
to July 1959, but in view of the complex funding situation, this time 
has been set forward to July 1960. The U.S. Public Health Service 
has stated informally that it would be unseemly for Government agen- 
cies to lag behind the municipalities. 

At a conference held January 22, 1959, at Leavenworth, Kans., 
attended by representatives of city, Fort Leavenworth, 5th U.S. Army, 
Veterans’ Administration and Leavenworth Penitentiary (U.S. De- 
partment of Justice) it was agreed that it would be to the best. inter- 
ests of all concerned if the plant were constructed and owned by the 
city, using construction funds jointly provided by the city and the 
three Government agencies, and that the most equitable basis for 
prorating the funds would be on population served basis. A steering 
committee has been formed consisting of one member from each of 
the three Government agencies to endeavor to assure concurrent 
funding by all three agencies. 

At a meeting held June 12, 1959, the following pro rata figures 
were developed as a basis for arriving at a cost for budget purposes: 

Total population served, 37,340 ; 

Total population of post, 9,650 ; 

Estimated cost of plant $855,000 ; 

Estimated cost of trunk sewers and pumping station serving Army, 
$124,000. . 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsueKk. Page 249 of the backup book : 

U.S. Army Support Center, Missouri: Administrative facilities, 
$2,188,000. 

General Sremayny. This installation has responsibility for providing 
logistical supply, maintenance and service support for installations 
and activities in the St. Louis area as designated by Headquarters, 
5th Army. 

There is one line item for additional conversion of the mart build- 
ing at a total cost of $2,188,000. 

This project consists of conversion of 98,820 square feet of ware- 
house area to office space and other uses, installation of air condition- 
ing, and other miscellaneous work and is required to provide space 
for the expanded activities of this center. A major requirement is to 
accommodate the increased workload of the Transportation Corps in 
the management of Army aviation activities. 
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The CHarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SuatInsHeK. Page 256 of the backup book : 

Fort Leonard Wood, Mo.: Troop housing, community facilities, 
utilities, and medical facilities, $9,087,000. 

General Seeman. This installation is responsible for directing and 
administering a replacement training center including the conduct 
of various enlisted training courses and directing, training and ad- 
ministering troop units, including the reception station. 

There are seven line items at this station at a total cost of $9,087,000. 

The first item is for a 300-bed hospital at a cost of $4,891,000. 

The requested project is for a modern 300-bed permanent station 
hospital to replace facilities which are antiquated and medically 
outmoded. 

The present hospital buildings are mobilization-type construction 
completed during the 1940-41 period. They are now in their 18th 
year of usage. These cantonment-type structures are prototypes of 
World War I era with some modifications, such as replacement of 

otbellied stoves with steam heat system from a central heating plant, 
fot water supplied by injection of steam from central heating plant 
into booster tanks in individual buildings, addition of mechanical 
ventilation, and diet kitchen facilities. 

The existing mobilization-type hospital facility, consists of 120 
separate buildings connected by 9,574 lineal feet of covered walkway 
and 6,397 lineal feet of open walkway. Present structures have de- 
teriorated to the extent that replacement or major rehabilitation is 
necessary. 

The next item is for a hospital heating plant at a cost of $437,000. 
This item is required to provide heating for the 300-bed hospital in 
this program. 

The third line item is for two enlisted men’s barracks without mess 
at a cost of $1,481,000. 

The item is to provide part of the permanent housing required for 
troops assigned to this installation. There are 1,630 spaces now under 
construction which are scheduled to be completed in 1960. There are 
no existing permanent barracks. All the existing troop housing is 
mobilization-type construction erected in 1940-41. 

The interior of the existing temporary barracks has never been 
sealed or painted, wood floors and stairways are badly worn, and they 
are extremely shabby due to years of wear and accumulation of soot 
and smoke resulting from the use of coal-fired forced warm air heating 
systems. Y 

During the winter months when the temperature falls as low as 
zero, it 1s extremely difficult to maintain a reasonable temperature 
in the barracks. This station receives approximately 5,900 recruits 
per month through its reception station. Most of these recruits remain 
at Fort Leonard Wood for their initial 8 weeks basic training. 
Some remain for 2 years or longer. The first impression of the living 
conditions in the Army is very discouraging and not conducive to in- 
teresting them in an Army career. Because of the condition of the 
existing buildings and the extensive repair and modernization neces- 
sary to improve them to an acceptable standard, these structures are 
not considered worth the expenditure necessary to place them in 
habitable condition for occupancy over a period of years. The existing 
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temporary buildings in the area required for this contruction which 
are temporary barracks, messhalls, administration, supply and recrea- 
tional buildings, will be demolished, totaling approximately 130,000 
square feet. 

The next line item is for a battalion mess building at a cost of 
$423,000. 

This item is required to support the barracks mentioned above, 
which are part of the permanent peacetime construction requirement. 

The next line item is for a battalion administrative and supply build- 
ing at a cost of $288,000. This is required to support the barracks 
mentioned above. 

The next item is for a 600-seat chapel at a cost of $433,000. 

A permanent post chapel is urgently needed for conducting religious 
services and related programs for the approximately 10,000 residents 
of the dependent housing area. The nearest chapels are small World 
War II mobilization housing 4 miles from the family housing area, 
and are fully utilized by troop units. The nearest off-post facilities 
are 6 or 8 miles from the housing area. The only facility available 
near the family housing area is a theater which is used only for 
morning services. There is no provision for weekday services, guild 
meetings, classes of instruction or other activities. The makeshift 
facility is not conducive to proper religious interest and conduct of 
worship. This installation ios 2,029 family housing Capehart units 
under construction and it is imperative that proper facilities for 
religious training and worship be provided. 

The new chapel will be sited adjacent to the proposed new school 
to be built by the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare 
so that school facilities may be used for religious instruction classes. 

The last item is for improvements to the water supply system at a 
cost of $1,134,000. 

This project is required to provide additional pumping capacity 
and replacement of deteriorated equipment at the water intake plant ; 
an additional 16-inch raw water supply main from the intake plant 
on the Big Piney River to the water treatment plant; and additional 
filtration and pumping capacity at the water treatment plant. 

Expansion of existing water intake and treatment facilities is essen- 
tial to this installation to provide adequate supply of water for 2,829 
new family units under construction or programed for execution prior 
to fiscal year 1961. The present pumping and treatment facilities were 
built in 1940. Frequent breaks in the existing raw water supply line 
during the summer months at peak demand periods have resulted in 
critical situations where only 114 hours of water supply was available 
to the post. On these occasions, it has taken up to 12 hours for the 
system to return to normal. In the interim, fire protection has been 
sacrificed, because 98 percent of the buildings on the post are of wood- 
frame construction. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, these are the two hospitals. One at Aberdeen and one at Fort 
Leonard Wood. 

General Seeman. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And that is the only hospitals provided for the 
Army? 

General Sreman. The only complete hospitals. 
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The Cuarrman. I do think that in view of the fact that some years 
ago we authorized a hospital at Fort Jackson and the money has been 
made available, the wishes of Congress having been made a law, should 
certainly be carried out. And the money has been made available. 
And there is no reason why you should not spend the money, and the 
Department should demand from the Budget and from the Comp- 
tnallion in the Department that they allocate that which Congress has 
apportioned. 

I say, and I will say again, that when Congress appropriates money, 
it intends that that money be spent. 

In other words, what are we up here for? We want to do things in 
an orderly way. We pass a law and it is signed, and it is the law of 
the land. There may be some doubt as to court decisions being the 
law of the land, but there can’t be any doubt as to whether or not a bill 
passed by Congress and signed by the President is the law of the land. 

When we do these things, then the Department should administer 
it. Because the executive branch of the Government is responsible for 
the administration of the laws that Congress passes. 

Now, read the next, the 6th Army. 

Mr. Hésert. The Army doesn’t have anything to do with it. The 
Bureau of the Budget does it. 

Mr. Rivers. General Seeman 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. 

(Mr. Kelleher confers with the chairman. ) 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Two questions, General. 

The Army no longer has any jurisdiction over the Army and 
Navy at Hot Springs. That has been disposed of. 

General Seeman. That is correct. Whether the actual paper has 
been signed, I don’t know, but it is in process of disposition in accord- 
ance with the legislation last year. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Now, I had a letter from a friend of mine in the 
military telling me of the conditions at the Letterman Hospital in 
Frisco. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coneran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What is the Army going to do there to replace 
some of those deteriorated buildings? 

General Seeman. It is on the list. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. On the list? 

General Seeman. I think the total list is something like 18 or more 
major hospitals which we have, sir. It is just not 

Mr. Van Zanpr. How old is that hospital ? 

General Seeman. I think it was first built during the Spanish- 
American War, or shortly thereafter, sir. Some of the facilities are 
that old. It had some additions during World War II. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is not the Letterman Hospital in San Francisco? 

Mr. Coneian. Please. San Francisco, 

Mr. O’Konsxt. Incidentally, I spent a day there this fall and I 
think the facilities are disgraceful. It is worth spending money 
there. I think the facilities are in deplorable condition. 

General Seeman. We appreciate that. 
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Mr. Van Zanpr. You know right down in the heart of Africa 
American dollars have built a beautiful, modern hospital, and yet 
out. in San Francisco we have this deteriorating Army hospital. 

As my colleague from Wisconsin says, it is a disgrace. Now, the 
Army should do something about it. 

General Seeman. They are requiring major overhaul. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. If we could build good hospitals for foreigners, 
we ought to build good hospitals for our own people. 

The Cuarrman, That is right. 

Let’s get to the 6th Army Hospital. 

Mr. Héserr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question ? 

General, in view of the remark I just made in connection with the 
Bureau of the Budget and the Department, at Fort Jackson—who is 
holding up the money, the Department or the Bureau of the Budget ? 

General Seeman. When we asked for the design funds to start 
design, I believe it was 1955—specifically, apportionment was not 
approved for starting the design. 

Mr. Héperr. Not approved Dy whom ? 

General Sreman. By the Bureau of the Budget and Department of 
Defense. 

Mr. Heésert. The Bureau of the Budget is holding up the money 
and not the Department of the Army? 

General SEEMAN. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Now, off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuatrman. So there is no need of worrying our minds about 
that. Let’s go. 

Mr. O’Konsxt. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamman. Now, the 6th Army Corps—yes, sir? 

Mr. O’Konskt. Just one question. 

On this Letterman Hospital at San Francisco, I would like to have 
furnished for the record just what the future plans are for those 
facilities. 

(General Seeman nods. ) 

Mr. O’Konskt. Could you furnish that, what the plans are for the 
future ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir, we will do that. 

(The information follows :) 

Letterman General Hospital, Presidio of San Francisco, Calif., is included on 
the Surgeon General's priority list for hospitals in the long-range replacement 
program, as No. 1 priority of the general hospitals to be replaced and No. 4 of a 
total of 25 hospitals scheduled for replacement, of which 2 are included in the 
fiscal year 1961 military construction, Army program. 

Mr. Conetan. Will the gentleman yield ? 

The CuarrMan. Bring that information up. 

Mr. Conetan. At that point? 

But as a specific matter, at this point, General, there are no plans 
that you know of to phase out or to eliminate the operation at 
Letterman ? 

General Seeman. Not fromthe Army standpoint, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Conetan. What other standpoint would there be? 

General Seeman. Well, the medical facilities are related to Medi- 
caire and they are related to the program under the Hill-Burton Act. 
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Now, when we come to evolve the medical facilities in all of the 
Government, this is handled under the Bureau of the Budget, where 
they have to look across the board at the veterans hospitals, the service 
hospitals, and all of the program. 

So it is anational program. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. All right. Read the 6th Army area. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask the general one question. 

In response to Mr. Hébert, you said in 1955 

General Seeman. In 1957,sir. I misspoke. 

Mr. Rivers. In 1957 you asked for the money at Fort Jackson. 
They turned you down so you assumed that that answer was “no,” in 
perpetuity ¢ 

The Crairman. That is right. 

All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, now. 

General Seeman. Not strictly correct, sir. It is on our list, but 
when we try and can’t get it, it goes down lower in priority. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, now. It ison your list, but now you have given it 
such a priority you haven't got back to the budget to ask for it again; 
is that right ? 

General Seeman. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, the Sixth Army area. 

Mr. SiatTrnsHeK. Page 270 of the backup book. Fort Lewis, 
Wash.: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities, 
$539,000. 

General Sreman. This installation has the mission of training of 
an Infantry division and related units. There are five line items at 
this station at a total cost of $539,000, excluding family quarters 
(Capehart ). 

The first line item is for aircraft fuel storage at Gray Field at a 
cost of $48,000. 

This item will provide fuel storage and dispensing facilities for 
100/130 octane gasoline for a light helicopter transport company. 
The gasoline is currently being hauled from McChord AFB and is 
stored and dispensed from the trucks. This is expensive and 
dangerous because of the fire hazard. 

The requested facilities will provide 50,000 gallon storage and other 
facilities for safe refueling operations. The 50,000 gallon storage 
capacity is being provided by two existing 25,000 gallon tanks. These 
tanks require rehabilitation and modification for permanent safe fuel 
storage and dispensing. 

The second line item is for a community telephone exchange at a 
cost of $145,000. This project is required to provide telephone service 
to sections of the installation not presently served and/or to relieve 
overload on existing facilities. 

It is proposed to provide all telephone service to North Fort Lewis 
from the new facility, replacing an inadequate facility in poor con- 
dition now housing the North Fort Lewis telephone central office. No 
telephone service can be provided to American Lake Capehart 
housing or to Miller Hill Capehart housing without the new facility. 
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The scope of the project is based on the requirements to prorign tele- 
phone service to all official users at Fort Lewis and to all dependent 
housing units. Many of the personnel residing in Government quarters 
on the post are assigned to STRAC units which requires that they be 
available immediately for duty on oversea assignments. The present 
telephone exchange at South Fort Lewis can be continued in use as a 
dial central office satellite of the proposed new central office, but the 
attendant switchboard and trunking equipment cannot continue to 
adequately serve the post where now located. There is no room for 
expansion of trunking services as the central office is now located. 

The next line item is for hardstand, tank motor park, at a cost of 
$186,000. This item is required to provide hardstand for mainte- 
nance, maneuver, and parking of 118 heavy tanks and tracked vehicles, 
and 138 wheeled vehicles assigned to a tank battalion stationed at 
Fort Lewis. There is no other existing facility available at Fort 
Lewis which can be utilized for this purpose. In an attempt to im- 
prove the tank park and alleviate mud and dust conditions, extensive 
grading and gravel placement has been accomplished by the 
installation on several recent occasions. 

However, due to the churning and pumping action caused by 
maneuver of both the trucked and wheeled vehicles, and because of 
the high average rainfall in this area, the fine material underlying the 
graded rock is constantly worked to the surface, causing a continual 
problem with mud in the rainy season and dust when dry. 

Additionally, a great. deal of silt and dust is carried into the tank 
park on the vehicles, due to need for a new shaker bed and washing 
facilities. It is estimated that provision of an adequately surfaced 
riged hardstand will save approximately $115,000 of the total annual 
replacement cost for tank track and running gear by reducing wear on 
these items. 

The fourth line item is for a primary electrical distribution system 
for $160,000. 

This item is required to provide increased capacity and service to 
existing and presently programed areas, such as troop housing, family 
quarters, ordnance and engineer facilities. Electrical loads have 
reached the point where overloading will result if service is extended 
to new programed projects. 

If this project is deferred, other items will be without electrical 
service. 

The present Army central substation has a remaining capacity of 
3,000 kilowatts. Recently constructed facilities have added a 3,540- 
kilowatt load, resulting in an overloaded facility. The present Army 
central substation, consisting of the supplier’s transformers and meter- 
ing equipment, and Government-owned bus structure and switchgear 
now serves the Fort Lewis area, Madigan Army Hospital, Mount 
Rainier Ordnance Depot, and the veterans hospital. 

In addition, facilities are still available to supply emergency electric 
power to McChord Air Force Base which now has its own independent 
supply from the utility supplier. The proposed location of this 
facility adjacent to Railroad Avenue opposite South Division Street 
will not only provide an additional source of power, but will also 
reduce the length of existing long primary feeder circuits from Army 
Central Substation and thereby reduce distribution line losses. 
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Existing 13.8-2.4 kilovolt intermediate substations will gradually be 
retired, thereby eliminating core losses from this source. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Statinsuek. Page 279 of the backup book. Fort MacArthur, 
Calif.: Operational facilities, $151,000. 

General SeeMAN. The mission of this installation is to provide com- 
mand operations, training, administration, and supply for all attached 
units of the installation and logistical and administrative support to 
the 47th Artillery Brigade (Air Defense), Nike sites in the Los An- 
geles defense area and the North American Air Defense Control 
Center. There is one line item at this station at a total cost of 
$151,000. 

This item is for a telephone exchange. This is required to accom- 
modate added communications requirements of the North American 
Defense Control Center. At present telephone switchboards are 
housed in a es. ‘ary building of 3,000 square feet, which is crowded, 
in a deteriorated condition, and not recommended for continued use as 
a telephone exchange. 

Present and future requirements to support the North American 
Defense Control Center indicate a requirement for greater than a 
maximum utilization of 70 percent line available usage factor. Ex- 
isting facilities cannot be expanded due to adverse conditions preva- 
lent in the crypto facility, which presently requires construction and 
relocation in order to meet minimum security switchroom. 

The switching facilities were predicated on a small load. The “all 
relay” equipment installed at this installation has reached its capacity 
and cannot be expanded in present location. The existing facility 
will be retained to house administrative offices. No other existing 
facilities are available that could either be expanded or rehabilitated 
to satisfy the requirements. If this item is deferred, additional sig- 
nal communications requirements of the North American Defense 
Control Center and the Joint Manual Direction Center now under 
construction will not be provided. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Doyte. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire at that point ? 

When I was home last time I went and inspected the Fort Mac- 
Arthur Hospital facilities. They certainly were ridiculously de- 
preciated and inadequate. 

May I ask, Have you any plan to restore at Fort MacArthur re- 
spectable and efficient hospital equipment ? 

Where is that on your priority list ? 

General Seeman. I am not sure that the construction of a com- 
pletely new hospital at Fort MacArthur would be on our priority 
list, sir. That is a smaller station where normally a small station 
hospital will accommodate the needs. 

Mr. Doyier. Yes; but how about the repairs that are manifestly 
needed there? Have you those on your list? 

General Sreman. No, sir. That will be handled under the “Oper- 
ation and maintenance” appropriation. The actual equipment is 
handled by the Surgeon General or the Army Surgeon, I believe in 
that case, because this is a 6th Army operated installation and not 
one by the Surgeon General of the Army. 

The CratrmMan. Without objection, Fort MacArthur is approved. 

Now, the next one is 282, Fort Ord. 
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Mr. Statrinsuek. Fort Ord, Calif.: Operational facilities and 
maintenance facilities, $1,114,000. 

General Seeman. This installation has the U.S. Army Training 
Center Infantry and Fort Ord—an integrated headquarters—provid- 
ing support for various schools and units. In addition, the Combat 
Development Experimentation Center is based at Fort Ord. There 
are three line items at this station at a total cost of $1,114,000. 

The first line item is for access apron, hangar (field maintenance) 
at a cost of $282,000. This item is required to provide access to the 
field maintenance hangar from existing taxiway system. No such 
facility exists. The only existing access surface is the old south 
parade ground hardstand now being used for field maintenance. Since 
the proposed item is an operational requirement in conjunction with 
the field maintenance hangar no savings will be accomplished by 
utilizing the Butler-type hangars erected on the south parade ground. 
Backup field maintenance will continue to be provided at Stockton, 
Calif., which is 86 nautical miles or 135 statute miles from Fort Ord. 

The second line item is for a hangar with shops (field maintenance) 
at a cost of $832,000. This item is needed to provide hangar and 
shop space for third echelon field maintenance of 76 aircraft assigned 
to Fort Ord and 54 assigned elsewhere in the support area. Currently 
field maintenance is being performed in leased facilities at Stockton 
Municipal Airport, pending relocation to Fort Ord as approved by 
Department of Army. 

The effect, if this facility is not provided, will be to require con- 
tinuation of support at the present location, which is 135 miles from 
the present center of aircraft density, where 60 percent of the aircraft 
are based, with consequent reduced efficiency and increased costs for 
aircraft ferrying, transportation of parts, and lease of present 
facilities. 

Further, lack of command control over operations and facilities 
in the present location would be perpetuated. Limited field mainte- 
nance on small aircraft is now being accomplished by utilizing as a 
field expedient a Butler hangar of 6,000 square feet Jocated on the 
south parade ground. 

No other facility suitable for field maintenance hangar and shops 
exist at this installation with exception of a second Butler hangar 
at the south parade ground, which is fully occupied by the 573d Cargo 
Helicopter Field Maintenance Detachment. 

The last item is for 500 family quarters (Capehart). 

The Cuarrman. I want Mr. Kelleher to read a letter that I wrote 
with reference to some matter relating to this, on January 20. 

Mr. Ketrruer. The letter is dated January 20, 1960, and it is ad- 
dressed to Maj. Gen. Russell L. Vittrup, Chief, Legislation and Liai- 
son, Department of the Army, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dear GENERAL VitrruP: Reference is made to your letter dated January 5, 
1960, in which you advise that, pursuant to the authority conferred by section 
407 of Public Law 968, 84th Congress, your Department intended to replace an 
enlisted men’s service club and library at Fort Ord, Calif., as an emergency 
project at a cost of $715,000. You state that the structures were destroyed by 
fire on March 31, 1959. 

Subsequent inquiry revealed that the building which housed the service club 
and library was constructed in 1941 at an original cost of $35,100. 

The authority conferred by section 407 of Public Law 968, 84th Congress, 
contemplated that structures destroyed by fire or destroyed under other like 
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circumstances would be replaced by facilities of a generally similar nature, 
although reasonable latitude would be permitted in the exercise of the authority. 

The law did not contemplate, nor did the committee or Congress intend, that 
there be a variance in any way approaching that existing in this case. The dif- 
ference in cost is so great as to take this proposed project outside the ambit of the 
authority and clearly places it in a category which requires specific authorization 
in a military construction law. 

I will suggest, therefore, that the military construction bill, which I now 
understand will be submitted to the Congress about the middle of February, be 
modified in such fashion as to permit the construction of these facilities. 

I will ask also that future submissions of projects of this type indicate the 
cost, size, and other pertinent details of the structure to be replaced along with 
the cost and size of the structure to be erected as a replacement. 

The Cuairman. Now, members of the committee, you will recall 
that under the law they have the authority to replace installations that 
are destroyed by acts of God. 

Now, this building cost $35,000, so they want to replace it with a 
$750,000 

Mr. Keiiener. $715,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. $715,000 installation. 

So I think the Department is stretching the statute. It was not in- 
tended that it should be stretched in such manner, but there should be 
as close a duplication—not exactly the metes and yards, but approxi- 
mately the same as that that was destroyed. 

Now, this item is in this bill now, is it? 

Mr. Ketieuer. This is not, sir. It is not in the bill. I have an 
amendment that would place it in the bill, at your pleasure. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s see now if we are warranted in putting it in. 

Now, justify putting this item in the public-works bill. 

General SzeMANn. It is a very necessary service, Mr. Chairman. 

The thought occurred that when it was destroyed it would be most 
economical to provide one of the size authorized for that major station 
at Ford Ord now, and since the master plan provides for a permanent 
building, that was the suggestion. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you may have been warranted in going ahead 
in building it when it is authorized, but you were not warranted in 
taking this money, that $715,000 and replacing a $35,000 building. 

General Seeman. That is correct. 

The CuatrmMan. Don’t make any more errors along that line. 

Mr. Kinpay. What is this, an NCO mess 4 

General Seeman. It isan enlisted men’s service club. 

Mr. Ketiruer. And library. 

The CnatrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Read the next item. 

Mr. Conenan. Mr. Chairman, before we get off Fort Ord, I would 
like to make an inquiry. 

General, are there any plans that the Army has for a hospital at Fort 
Ord, I mean a refurnished hospital or a new hospital ? 

General Sreman. It is a major hospital, sir. It is on the priority 
list, the same as Letterman. 

Mr. Cone.an. Well, you are aware that there is a very great need 
for it there because of the population concentration of military and 
you are operating with that very old facility. 

General Sreman. Unquestionably, sir. 

Mr. Coneian. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now read the next one. Presidio. 
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Mr. SiatTinsHek. Page 288 of the backup book. Presidio of Mon- 
terey, Calif. ; Troop housing, $1,633,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is operation of 
the Army Language School which provides linguists for the various 
branches of the armed services and other Government agencies out- 
side the military. There is one line item at this station at a total 
cost of $1,633,000. 

This line item is for a student enlisted men’s dormitory. This 
student dormitory is vitally needed to provide suitable housing for 
student personnel. It will assist student personnel materially in 
home study by providing two-man rooms so essential for concen- 
tration and learning of specialized courses in language instruction 
with minimum of disturbance from other personnel. 

It is necessary for the average student to spend approximately ° 
hours on homework daily. At present students are quartered in 
temporary wooden frame barracks and converted classrooms built in 
1903 and 1942. 

Acoustical facilities are nonexistent in such converted structures. 
In some cases, out of necessity, students taking different languages are 
quartered together. Therefore, a dormitory with appropriate 
acoustical treatment is needed to permit the use of tape recorders, 
speech drills, record players, and other mechanical devices that are 
so vital to daily home studies without disturbing the homework of 
others. 

A dormitory of this type will also provide the student with a 
degree of comfort that should enhance his ability and willingness to 
learn. Deleting this project would directly affect the language pro- 
ficiency of graduates below that consistent with Department of De- 
fense standards due to inadequate study and living conditions. 
Existing facilities will be demolished. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Conenran. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask a question on this 
too. 

Now, at the Presidio at Monterey we have the language school. 
Are the facilities requested there for the use of the students? 

General Srrman. This is for enlisted men’s housing. It is sort 
of a combination. It is not an enlisted men’s barracks because for 
the purposes of the language students they need more independent 
room. But it is not at all a bachelor officers quarters. 

Mr. Conenan. No, but are these for the students at the language 
school ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; that is right. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Page 291 of the backup book. 

Presidio of San Francisco, Calif.: Utilities and ground improve- 
ments, $202,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is to provide 
housing and administrative facilities for operation and support of 
Headquarters, 6th U.S. Army, Letterman General Hospital, Head- 
quarters, XV U.S. Army Corps (Reserve), Headquarters, 6th Region 
Army Air Defense Command, and the San Francisco Defense Area. 
There is one line item at this station at a total cost of $202,000. 

This item is for modification and addition to the storm sewer system 
at Fort Baker, a subinstallation of the Presidio of San Francisco. 
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This project is required to effect proper drainage from high sloping 
ground to insure stability of building foundations of 35 family hous- 
ing units now in the process of construction and to provide added 
drainage capacity necessary to prevent flooding of the cantonment 
and industrial areas in the lowlying harbor sections during periods 
of heavy rainfall. 

The existing storm drainage system is old and sections have de- 
teriorated during the past 25 years to the extent that some of the lines 
have collected silt and debris resulting in partial line restrictions. 
This situation has caused manholes and catch basins to overflow during 
heavy downpours flooding parts of lower flat regions of the post. 

Due to partial disruption of natural drainage caused by recent 
excavation for housing construction in the higher sloping areas, 
coupled with the lack of adequate line capacity to handle the excess 
runoff water from these areas, flooding will] occur resulting in damage 
to Government property and disruption of essential military opera- 
tions. If new project is provided, existing facilities still in satisfac- 
tory condition will be tied in with the proposed addition. Repairs 
will be made to usable drainage structures. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention again, Gen- 
eral,tothis item. I think this is shocking. 

The Cuarrman. It is what? 

Mr. Conetan. That there is only $202,000 in here for the purposes 
that are outlined. 

Without any consultation with my colleagues, Mr. O’Konski and 
Mr. Van Zandt—they have already indicated what they think of the 
facility at San Francisco, Calif., which I am very close to, as you have 
heard, no doubt. 

The CuatrmMan. Look into that. 

Mr. Conexan. I do hope something will be done about that. There 
is $6 million worth of deferred maintenance there, in addition to the 

roblem of Letterman General Hospital, which is falling to pieces, 
eneral—literally dry rot. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

General Seeman. One of our big problems 

The Cuarman. If there is anything overlooked in this book re- 
lating to California for the Army and Navy, I haven’t been able to 
find it. [Laughter. | 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next item. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Page 294 of the backup book. 

West Coast Relay Transmitter Station, Calif. : Operational facilities 
and utilities, $1,231,000. 

General Sreman. The mission of this station is to operate Army 
command and administrative network facilities consisting of primary 
relay station and transmitter station. 

There are two line items at this station at a total cost of $1,231,000. 

The first item is for an addition to the relay building at a cost of 
$560,000. The building addition is required to provide space for 100 
percent capacity expansion of teletype, automatic switch gear, carrier 
terminal and cryptocommunication equipment or procurement to 
meet newly programed communications requirements. 

Present communication equipment now operating at maximum 
capacity fills space of existing relay building and no other space is 
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available. The station will be unable to provide scheduled communi- 
cation services unless building addition is provided. Continuous 
power systems to supplement standby generators within 3 seconds of 
commercial power failure are essential to required continuous oper- 
ation of present and future communication equipment. 

Present operation without such systems delays urgent messages 
when commercial power fails. The incinerator is needed to burn large 
volume of classified rolled teletype tape generated by station. Existing 
incinerator has less than a tenth of required capacity and does not 
meet security requirements. 

If new construction is provided, existing facilities will be combined 
with new proposed expansion to meet increased mission of the station. 

The next item is for an addition to the power building at a cost 
of $671,000, This additional generator capacity is required to supple- 
ment existing generators by providing a standby powerplant of suffi- 
cient capacity to carry the present and planned iecal year 1961 full 
station electric load without interruption of communication when the 
commercial power fails. This is necessary for compliance with the 
station mission requiring 24-hour communication operation at all times 
regardless of availability of commercial power. 

The capacity of the existing standby powerplant, consisting of 
three generators, meets only 50 percent of the present need during 
frequent commercial power failures which are often of considerable 
duration. Interruption of the communication services because of 
commercial power eral will occur frequently if additional standby 
power capacity is not provided. These existing generators will be 
combined with the proposed generators to provide emergency power 
for the entire station. If this item is not provided the station expan- 
sion, as planned in worldwide ACAN system, cannot be effected due 
to inadequate standby power. Systemwise, the effect will be to jeop- 
ardize the operation of a primary relay station, an important link 
in the worldwide ACAN system. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. Page 297 of the backup book. Yuma Test Sta- 
tion, Ariz.: Research, development, and test facilities and community 
facilities, $137,000. 

General SreEMAN. The mission of this station is to support the re- 
search, development, engineering, and user-test program of the De- 
partment of the Army by providing facilities anal support for desert, 
hot weather, and other research and testing. There are two line items 
at this station at a total cost of $137,000. The first item is for a 
quartermaster test building at a cost of $49,000. This facility is re- 
quired by the quartermaster research and engineering field evaluation 
agency test team to make engineering studies on and items under hot- 
dry environmental conditions in the field on both equipment designs 
and men. 

It is needed also to carry out tests which are the exposure or storage 
type, and run continuously over a period of months or years. Such 
studies require a basic facility in which the following can be ac- 
complished under separate temperature conditions: 

a. Men can be fitted and questioned. 
b. Equipment can be examined and adjusted. 
c. Engineering measurements can be made. 
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d. 'Test items and equipment can be received, stored, marked, sized, 
inspected, and issued. 

There is no existing facility which meets these requirements. In 
the past and at the present the needs of the test team are filled on a 
temporary space and facility assignment basis, utilizing space in 
family quarters, barracks, and post or other technical service ware- 
houses, which are widely separated. 

The second item is for a fire and crash station at a cost of $88,000. 
A fire and crash station is required at the Laguna Airfield to protect 
personnel, aircraft, equipment, and buildings. The airfield is the most 
centrally located area and with the construction of this fire station, 
protection can be extended to the research and development area, the 
chemical test area, the drone test area and will replace the existing 
semipermanent, two-stall fire station on the main post. At present, a 
530-B crash truck with a 400-gallon tank capacity is detailed at the 
Laguna Airfield. In view of recent rapid expansion and anticipated 
developments, operations as are now conducted are inadequate. The 
existing fire station is located on the main post 3 miles from the airstrip 
and will be converted toa post library. At present the library is in the 
service club, is inadequate in size, and the space is needed by the 
service club. There are no existing facilities which can be expanded 
or rehabilitated to meet this requirement. The average number of 
takeoffs per month from January to April 1959 was 768. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the military district of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SvatinsHek. Page 304 of the backup book. Fort McNair, 
District of Columbia: Utilities, $263,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this station is to provide adminis- 
trative and/or logistical support for the National War College, the 
Industrial College of the Armed Forces, and numerous troop units, in 
addition to providing housing services and other facilities to quarter 
general and flag officers of the Department of Defense. There is one 
line item at this station at a total cost of $263,000. 

This item is for addition to the electrical distribution system. This 
project is necessary to provide adequate power to the installation. The 

resent source of electrical power for Fort McNair is from the Potomac 

lectric Power Co.’s 4.16/2.4 kilovolt service through the post-owned 
switching and metering substation to the post’s combination 4.16/2.4 
kilovolt radial and loop primary radial distribution system. The 
post’s connected transformed capacity of 1,750 kilovolt-ampere is fast 
approaching the post’s 4.16/2.4 kilovolt feeder capacity of 183 kilo- 
volt-ampere. The post’s peak demand of 1,065 kilovolt-ampere is 
approaching PEPCO’s 4.16/2.4 kilovolt service capacity of 1,080 kilo- 
volt-ampere. Consequently, due to the existing system’s lack of ca- 
acity and PEPCO’s inability to supply additional loads from 4.16/2.4 
ilovolt service, it is mandatory that a larger capacity electrical dis- 
tribution system be installed to supply existing and future loads at 
Fort McNair from PEPCO’s new 13.2 kilovolt service. The existing 
system is unable to handle the additional 1,000 kilovolt-ampere demand 
for the new Industrial College of the Armed Forces that is now under 
construction and scheduled for completion in fiscal year 1960. 
The CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 
United States Military Academy. 
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Mr. SiaTINsHEK. Page 307 of the backup book. United States Mili- 
tary Academy, West Point, N.Y. : Utilities, $350,000. 

eneral SeeMAN. The mission of this installation is to provide facili- 
ties and support for the instruction and training of the Corps of 
Cadets. There is one line item at this station at a total cost of $350,000. 

This item is for conversion of the electric distribution system. This 
project is necessary to provide adequate electrical power to the north 
and south ends of the installation. At present, the U.S. Military 
Academy is experiencing serious voltage * were in the electrical 
system resulting from an inadequate 2,400-volt electrical distribution 
system. On the secondary circuits, daily fluctuations of 10 percent 
occur between peak and nonpeak periods with the result that incan- 
descent lights burn out long before their normal life and expensive 
equipment such as radio and television sets are being adversely 
affected. A 2,400-volt distribution system is capable of carrying 
electricity for roughly one-half mile without serious voltage loss. 
Some of our circuits are nearly 214 miles long. With the exception 
of the areas immediately adjacent to the powerhouse—that is, within 
2,500 feet—all of our buildings are experiencing this excessive voltage 
fluctuation. Voltage fluctuation in excess of 3 percent is unaccept- 
able according to good design. Our problem will be further aggra- 
vated within the next 18 to 24 months by the construction of the 156 
sets of family quarters scheduled in the fiscal year 1960 MCA program. 
Master planning at this post has for years recognized that conversion 
to a higher voltage would be necessary. To ‘this end, the existing 
distribution cables, transformers, oil-fused cutouts, the commercial 
substation, and original generators in the powerplant were procured 
and installed with the capability of operating at 2,400 or 4,160 volts. 
The fourth generator in the powerplant, which was subsequently ob- 
tained from Navy: surplus, can be utilized by installing a step-up 
transformer from 2,400 to 4,160 volts. 

The CuatrrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

General Seeman. Mr. Chairman, I might inform the committee 
as to the results of the family housing which you approved last year 
as an overceiling item, or limitation on family housing. 

That contract has been awarded. You may recall ‘that the total 
authorization was $5,588,000. 

The estimated completed cost now is $168.380 under that. There 
was a saving in the final award of the contract of an estimated $1,132 
per unit. 

The Cuarman. Thank you very much for that. 

Mr. Kiipay. How many units was that ? 

General Sreman. That was 156 units, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item at West Point is 
approved. 

Now the Defense Atomic Support Agency. 

Mr. SiatrnsHeK. Page 312 of the backup book: Clarksville Base, 
Tenn.: Utilities, $238,000. 

General Seeman. This installation has a classified mission in sup- 
port of the Defense Atomic Support Agency. There is one line item 
at this station at a total cost of $238,000. 

This project provides for installation of a natural gas distribution 
system and conversion for existing coal-burning furnaces to gas burn- 
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ing and modification of combination oil or gas burners in present 
oil-fired furnaces. Clarksville Base presently depends upon Fort 
Campbell for its coal supply under a Department of Army contract. 
Fuel oil is purchased from commercial suppliers. 

Existing furnaces are fired by coal and oil. The burning of coal 
creates a fly ash problem and a detriment to personal health conditions. 
ss proposed natural gas system will be an extension from the Fort 

Campbell loop of the natural gas system that is presently being in- 
stalled under the supporting utilities contract of the Capehart housing 
project. 

Local conditions indicate a savings of at least $22,370 annually in 
the cost of fuel and in handling expenses by connecting to the Fort 

Campbell loop which is adequate to serve Clarkesville Base and the 
nearby housing area. Equipping furnaces for burning gas will im- 
prove ¢ ontinuity of service and reduce the fly ash problem in the area. 

The CuamMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Statinsuek. Page 315 of the backup book: National Naval 
Medical Center, Bethesda, Md.: Research, development, and_ test 
facilities, $1,891,000. 

General Seeman. At this station the Army is requesting authority 
to construct for the Defense Atomic Support Agency one line item 
at a total cost of $1,891,000. 

This item provides for a medical research nuclear reactor laboratory 
facility and is to be undertaken in exec ution of the following portion 
of the Defense Atomic Support Agency’s mission. The Defense 
Atomic Support Agency’s Charter, May 1, 1959, includes in section IV, 
paragraph 5b, among Chief, Defense Atomic ‘Support Agency’s re- 
sponsibilities, the following: 

As a supplement to full-scale testing, and in order to assure an integrated 
effort, coordinate laboratory and theoretical program for the investigation of 
the effects of nuclear weapons * * *. Where appropriate, supplement the 
program to include budgeting as necessary. 

This project is required to provide the Medical Departments of the 
Armed Forces with an immediate capability of meeting their respec- 
tive missions of obtaining biomedical information. The critical 
need for biomedical information in these areas comes at a time when 
field testing has been suspended, and, even if such testing is resumed, 
the current international policy taking shape is to discontinue surface 
or near-surface nuclear detonations. This means that a hitherto useful 
source of obtaining biomedical information is not and probably will 
not, in the foreseeable future, be available to radiobiologists. There 
is no other radiation source available anywhere in the U “hited States 
by which this critically urgent information may be obtained. A dili- 
gent survey was made by DASA of existing radiation sources in an 
attempt to find an instrument capable of simulating, in the laboratory, 
the radiation effects peculiar to a nuclear weapon detonation. In addi- 
tion to the specified radiation (neutron flux) requirements, an ex- 
posure area large enough to irradiate a man-size specimen under safe, 
controlled conditions was required. No such radiation source was in 
existence. 

The subject proposal embodies the results of several months of in- 
tensive study of reactor characteristics and incorporates a new reactor 
design which specifically meets the stated objectives and requirements 
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of the Bethesda facility. Since all the services require radiobiological 
response data and trained personnel, the DASA, as a triservice agency, 
coordinating directly with other governmental agencies, is the logical 
sponsor for such an activity. This position has been concurred in by 
Army, Navy, Air Force, AEC, OCDM, and the Public Health Service. 

There is no radiation source in existence which can duplicate nuclear 
weapon radiations, either in intensity or with an exposure area suffi- 
ciently large to expose a man-size specimen. <A highly specialized 
laboratory source of radiation is urgently needed for testing biological 
materials under controlled laboratory conditions. In addition, present 
training facilities fall far short of providing the required number of 
trained radiation physicists and radiobiologists. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Page 319 of the backup book: Sandia Base, 
N. Mex.: Hospital facilities and troop housing, $140,000. 

General Sreman. This station is responsible for the training, tech- 
nical, logistical, and operational support of the Defense Atomic Sup- 
port Agency. There are two line items at this station at a total cost of 
$140,000. 

The first item is for modification to the base hospital at a cost of 
$40,000. Project is required to provide adequate facilities for imple- 
mentation of the dependents medical care provision of Public Law 569 
passed by the 84th Congress. A temporary emergency pediatrics facil- 
ity is established in an open medical ward (16 beds) of wing D. Lack 
of necessary segregation, sanitary, and supporting facilities in the 
existing temporary ward impairs the efficient utilization of personnel 
and increases the probability of contamination and cross-infection. 
Failure to provide adequate pediatrics ward facilities will result in a 
continuance of the unsatisfactory situation described, and loss of the 
base hospital’s accreditation by the Joint Commission on Accredita- 
tion of Hospitals. 

The second item is for evaporative cooling for Building No. 221 
(MP barracks) at a cost of $100,000. The project is required to elim- 
inate extremely uncomfortable living conditions for military police 
on night shifts who must sleep during the day. Sandia Base is 
located in a semiarid region with a high sun load (78 percent sunshine 
as compared with the national average of 60 percent) and the low 
humidity of the arid desert terrain (humidity 20 percent during the 
summer months). The summer daytime temperature is hot, averag- 
ing between 95 to 100°, while the nights are relatively cool, thus re- 
ducing the average daily temperature. The barracks are not now 
equipped for cooling or ventilation by means other than window 
regulation. During seasonal duststorms doors and windows must be 
kept closed, which further aggravates uncomfortable living condi- 
tions. Cooling is essential, for personnel assigned to MP barracks 
are rotated on 24-hour duty which makes it mandatory that those 
on detail during the evening and night shifts sleep during the hot 
daylight hours. The present guard procedure at Sandia Base _re- 
quires two operational companies performing two separate missions 
24 hours a day. A recapitulation indicates that there is an average 
of 78 enlisted men sleeping in Building 221 during daylight hours. 
There are no other air-conditioned barracks facilities available that 
could be used for this purpose. 
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The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. Now the 
Alaska Command Area. 

Mr. SiaTinsHeK. Page 325 of the backup book. Fort Greely, 
Alaska: Family housing and community facilities, $2,649,000. 

General Seeman. Mr. Chairman, in the State of Alaska we are 
requesting two projects, both at Fort Greely. 

The first project is for 53 family quarters in a total amount of 
$2,243,000. These will provide a portion of the family quarters 
required for military and civilian personnel at this isolated station. 
Present needs are being met by the use of 168 units of existing perma- 
nent quarters, 33 substandard units in converted buildings which 
are deteriorated beyond economical repair and will be demolished 
when adequate quarters are provided; 43 spaces are available for 
parking of private house trailers. Offpost rental units consist of 
house trailers, substandard log cabins, and shacks. Rentals charged 
for this substandard housing is in excess of that which military and 
civilian employees can afford to pay. 

Lack of adequate family quarters at this remote installation causes 
assigned military and civilians to leave their families in the U.S. 
which results in dissatisfaction among the military and a high rate 
of evilian turnover. If these facilities are not provided the installa- 
tion will continue to be confronted with the morale and turnover 
problem which results in lowered efficiency in the accomplishment of 
the installation’s mission. Location does not require the demolition 
or relocation of any existing facilities. Due to high construction 
costs, it was not feasible to construct adequate family quarters within 
monetary limitations of the Capehart Act. 

The second project at Fort Greely is a laundry and dry-cleaning 
plant for $406,000. This facility will provide a permanent laundry 
and dry-cleaning plant to replace an obsolescent and inadequate, 
emergency-type plant now operating in a tarpaper shack. The com- 
mercial ie at Fairbanks, Alaska, 105 miles distant, has insuffi- 
cient capacity to absorb the additional workload of Fort Greely. 

Investigation of the possibilities of a cross-service agreement with 
the Air Force at Ladd AFB determined that the minimum service 
time is 8 days, with a fluctuating workload on the laundry at Ladd 
resulting in an average 10-day service period, with a minimum of 14 
days between exchange of soiled for clean laundry. DA policy is to 

rovide 3-day laundry and dry-cleaning service to military personnel. 
Such service is presently being given at all major Alaskan installa- 
tions and failure to provide similar service at isolated installations 
such as Fort Greely is unjustly penalizing personnel assigned to 
these installations. 

Final design of this facility has been accomplished. The existing 
plant is housed in a tarpaper covered theater-of-operations-type 
structure of 3,360 square feet, and has been in continuous operation 
since 1942. The equipment is obsolete, with replacement parts no 
longer manufactured, requiring local fabrication of parts. Some of 
the equipment is beyond repair and requires immediate replacement. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. Outside 
the United States. Pacific Command area. 

Mr. Ketiener. Book 2. 

The Cuatrman. Book 2 now; this is Book 2. 








I want to say, much to my regret, there is not one penny in this 
entire bill for my district. | Laughter. | 

The Cuairman. Now let us get on now to the Pacific Command. 
Book 2. Camp Buckner. 

Mr. SiatrnsHek. Page 30, Camp Buckner, Okinawa: Operational 
facilities, supply facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $2,946,000. 

General Seeman. On Okinawa we are requesting construction of 
four projects, all at Camp Buckner. The first of these projects is for 
an operations building at one of our communication stations there. 
The estimated cost is $606,000. Project is — to house tape- 
relay sais ane provided under Signal project USARPAC-OKIN- 
AW A-SIG-024-60-DEV. Expansion of communications facilities 
in this command by the end of fiscal year 1959 more than doubled 
radio teletype channel requirements, and augmentation of communi- 

‘ations circuits in the command by the end of fiscal year 1959 imposed 
additional requirements for ACAN relay facilities. The present 
relay facilities, located in 4,200 square feet of floor space in the 
USARYIS Headquarters Building, will not ielciniesndte present 
needs and is ine apable of expansion to meet requirements. ‘To meet 
DOD, DSLOG, OCSIGO, and command communications objectives, 
construction of an operations building to house teletypewriter and 
electronic equipment, and an emergency power building to insure un- 
interrupted operation of subject equipment, must be included in a 
funding program immediately. 

The next line item is for air conditioning the Army hospital at 
an estimated cost of $998,000. This project is required to provide 
100 percent air conditioning of the 250-bed hospital on a 500-bed 
chassis constructed in fiscal year 1960. There are countless reasons 
for air conditioning a hospital, including patient comfort which pro- 
motes patient recovery; more rapid healing of various skin diseases; 
control of high temperature of patients; preservation of medical and 
electrical equipment; more rapid recovery of postoperative patients; 
and orthopedic patients who are in casts or traction are most uncom- 
fortable without air conditioning and their skin tends to develop 
pressure areas and der matological diseases. Present regulations per- 
mit 100 percent air conditioning of hospitals in tropical “climates such 
as on Okinawa. At the time the hospital was designed 100 percent 
air conditioning was not authorized. It is considered essential that 
funds for this project be made available in fiscal year 1961. 

The next line item on Okinawa is for a chemical storage security 
and logistic facility. This project, with an estimated cost of $679,000, 
will provide necessary security and support facilities for a critical 
storage area. 

No existing facilities are available to meet the requirements for 
the requested construction. All class V storage facilities under Army 
control are required for present and future stockage. Construction 
will be on Army land within the Army ammunition storage area, 
Chibana. Security facilities are the minimum necessary in order to 
prevent the entrance of unauthorized personnel into the weapons 
storage area. 

If this project is not approved, the mission for storage of the 
specialized ammunition cannot be undertaken by USARYIS/IX 
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The final line item for Okinawa is construction to provide facili- 
ties for storage of certain ammunition stocks. There are no facili- 
ties presently available for this type of ammunition storage, and 
the requirement has recently become more critical because of the urgent 
need for this storage. The estimated cost of the proposed facilities 
is $663,000. This item will provide facilities for the storage of 15 
days of class V supplies of specialized ammunition not presently stored 
in this theater, but required in the defense plans for this area. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatTInsHEeK. Page 336, Korea: Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities 
and utilities, $4,892,000. 

General Seeman. For Korea we are requesting authorization for 
14 projects. These facilities are required to strengthen the capa- 
bilities of our U.S. 8th Army in Korea in carrying out. responsibilities 
of our national policy for support of the United Nations Command. 

The first of the projects is an Army communication network con- 
trol facilty at Pusan, Korea. The estimated cost is $238,000. Location 
of the existing ACAN facilities including the transmitter, receiver 
and relay center is at Seoul, Korea. These facilities provide the 
primary means of communication to all U.S. and U.N. Forces and 
U.S. agencies in Korea, and are located within tactical missile range 
of the demilitarized zone. Therefore, facilities are highly vulnerable 
to interdiction fires or potential loss resulting from air and ground 
force action in event hostilities are renewed. In order to enhance 
security of these vital communications installations, it is necessary 
to locate them in a less vulnerable area. 

Present facilities consist of temporary structures of quonset type, 
designed for about 3-year use. Maintenance costs of these structures 
are high. No dust or humidity environmental control can be effec- 
tively installed in the present structures due to type of construction 
and deteriorated condition. Lack of such environmental control of 
sensitive electronic communications equipment, initially costing in ex- 
cess of $2 million, results in unnecessary wear and high replacement 
‘ate and reduces the efficiency of communications operations, 

The next project is for two maintenance hangars at an estimated 
cost of $260,000, This item is required to provide minimum essential 
maintenance facilties for 65 single-engine aircraft assigned to the 
divisional aviation company and I Corps Artillery Command. Fifty- 
two of the aircraft operate from airfield A-15 (Camp Casey) and 13 
operate from the forward airfield A-160 (Camp St. Barbara). 

Aviation operations in this division are conducted under extremely 
adverse conditions. Rough fields, excessive dust and mud, an intense 
rate of landings and takeoffs per flying hour and the near nonexistence 
of emergency landing areas, create an exceedingly difficult mainte- 
nance problem which is further complicated by climatic conditions. 
ach year temperatures in this area average below 45° F. for 5 
months, with minimum temperatures as low as —12° F.  Precipita- 
tion falls approximately 123 days each year. Aircraft maintenance 
is an exacting profession requiring highly skilled personnel capable 
of handling specialized tools and equipment. The nature of the work 
is in itself tedious, and malpractices cannot be tolerated. Maintenance 
‘an only be carried on effectively and efficiently in adequate aircraft 
maintenance hangars. 
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The next item in Korea is for two missile maintenance shops at an 
estimated cost of $527,000. These maintenance shops are required 
to provide heavy maintenance support for a number of types of mis- 
sile units presently deployed or scheduled for deployment to Korea 
by fiscal year 1962. There is no existing or planned maintenance facil- 
ity in Korea to perform this mission. Two facilities are planned in 
order that dispersion can be effected from prime target areas. Sepa- 
rate locations will allow flexibility in support to units which are 
tactically disposed in both the northern and southern areas of the 
Republic of Korea. If this facility is not provided, the heavy 
maintenance (Fourth Echelon) capability will not be provided in 
Korea. This will result in increased costs in processing, packaging, 
and shipping certain unserviceable repairable electronic and hydraulic 
components to CONUS facilities for repair and/or replacement. 

In addition, lack of fourth echelon maintenance capability will re- 
sult in a higher replacement rate of major items of missile equipment 
and an increase in the theater stock of replacement parts, components, 
and assemblies required to cover the order and shipping time for items 
normally repairable. This will directly affect the combat effectiveness 
of delivery units. 

The next project in Korea is for an automotive maintenance shop 
at an estimated cost of $60,000. This item is required to provide the 
570th Ordnance Company (DAS) with 6,200 square feet of the 20,000 
square feet of maintenance facilities required to support 2,500 vehicles 
assigned to units in the Seoul Area Command and ASCOM Area 
Command. 

This number of vehicles is twice the amount that a direct auto- 
motive support company is assigned and equipped to support. The 
present facilities are located in partially demolished buildings that 
have been patched up to provide cover for the working area. The 
restricted floorspace creates a safety hazard by confining the move- 
ments of the mechanics, and does not permit the indoor repair of 
vehicles over 34-ton capacity. The building is heated with space 
heaters, which also creates a fire hazard. There is no space available 
to install the power operated equipment such as metalworking lathes, 
brake-drum grinders, shapers, and saws that are needed to support 
the operation of this unit. The prospect of reduced manpower in our 
troop units must be counteracted by increased efficiency output by 
those remaining. Substandard facilities must be improved or re- 
placed to help provide this increased efficiency. 

The next item in Korea is for petroleum storage facilities at an 
estimated cost of $364,000. This project is required to strengthen 
the storage and handling facilities for our combat reserves of pe- 
troleum stocks. 

The next project is for ammunition storage igloos at an estimated 
cost of $788,000. This facility will provide storage facilities for classi- 
fied ammunition and supporting equipment. 

The next item is for barracks for 364 men at an estimated cost of 
$248,000. These billets are required to provide EM housing for 364 
EM stationed at Yongsan Military Reservation, Seoul, Korea. Per- 
sonnel must be housed in adequate, sanitary, and secure quarters in 
order to maintain good health, morale, and a reasonable standard of 
living. Assigned troops are now being housed, in large part, in tem- 
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porary structures of prefabricated type with wood frame and corru- 
gated metal roofs and exterior walls. Buildings are over 5 years 
old, deteriorated beyond economical repair, unsanitary and unsightly 
in appearance. Heating is by individual space heaters, a constant 
source of fire. 

Electric wiring is old and deteriorated and barely conforms to 
minimum standards required by regulations. Those troops not housed 
in temporary frame structures are in brick barracks which need much 
rehabilitation if continued in use as barracks. 

The unsatisfactory existing temporary structures will be demolished 
upon completion of the new facilities. The brick barracks will be 
modified to be utilized as administrative space which is sorely lack- 
ing in the Seoul Area Command at this time. 

If this item is not provided the dilapidated existing temporary struc- 
tures will necessarily remain in use. Excessive amount of money will 
be required for maintenance in order that habitation may continue. 

The next project for Korea is a 500-man consolidated mess at an 
estimated cost of $79,000. This item is required to provide one-half 
minimum essential messing facilities in the Pusan Area Command. 
Present messing is under field conditions utilizing quonsets and field 
expedient-type buildings without water and sewage connections neces- 
sary to meet minimum sanitary requirements for troops in fixed 
locations. 

Stocks and supplies are stored in similar facilities and subject to 
loss and damage by inclement weather and rodents. The existing mess- 
halls are of quonset construction and wood frame prefab construction, 
sheet metal covered. The buildings have deteriorated beyond eco- 
nomical repair. The new messhall will permit consolidation of opera- 
tions with attendant reduction in employees and overhead costs. If 
this facility is not provided, personnel will continue to be messed under 
unsatisfactory conditions. This situation is detrimental to high morale 
and will aggravate a realistic health problem created by continued 
—— of kitchen waste by primitive disposal methods. Medical 
authorities have continually reported these conditions and demanded 
that corrective action be taken. 

The next item is for water supply and storage, $250,000. This item 
is required to provide a continuous water supply to Hialeah com- 
pound. At present the total water storage capacity is 700,000 gallons. 
This source of water for the compound is commercial and water is 
pumped to the Army installations only at night. Because of limited 
storage, during the hot summer months water is cut off to users from 
0900 to 1600 hours. The present storage facilities leak and are in an 
advanced stage of deterioration. Because of limited storage, fire pro- 
tection is seriously compromised. 

If this item is not provided, the compound will continue to operate 
with insufficient water, affecting the morale and welfare of the entire 
installation. Maintenance work at the rate of $32,000 per year on 
already wornout facilities will increase. 

The next item is for a water supply system at an estimated cost of 
$376,000. This item is necessary to provide adequate systems for the 
supply, treatment distribution, and storage of potable water at nine 
compounds in close proximity to the 1st Cavalry Division area. The 
proposed systems will provide water for the drinking, cooking, wash- 
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ing, bathing, and laundry needs for a population of 3,000. Fire flow 
water is included for authorized areas. On the basis of $25 per day 
operating and maintenance costs for six each 50 gallons per hour 
water purification units and a $30 per day truck delivery cost for 30 
trucks now delivering potable water to units, these items will be amort- 
ized in approximately 1 year. The units are now only capable of sup- 
plying enough potable water for drinking and cooking purposes. 
Water used for all other purposes is nonpotable and nontreated. It 
is obtained from four streams—water points—and is distributed by 
tank truck, and is stored in wood stave and other makeshift storage 
tanks. The present method of supplying nonpotable water is inade- 
quate to meet current demands and cannot be expanded to correct the 
deficiencies. 

The next project is for another water supply system at a cost of 
$550,000. This item is necessary to provide an adequate system for 
the supply, treatment, distribution, and storage of potable water at 
Camp Kaiser, 7th Infantry Division, Korea. This proposed system 
will provide water for the drinking, cooking and washing, bathing, 
laundry and vehicle maintenance cleaning needs of 4,000 troops. 

Fire flow requirements will also be provided by this system. On the 
basis of $100 per day operating and maintenance costs of four each 
50 gallons per hour water distribution units and a $30 per day truck 
delivery cost for 21 trucks delivering potable water to units, this item 
will be amortized in less than 3 years. At the present time four-50 
gallons per minute portable treatment units, operated by the supply 
section of the divisional engineer battalion, are the only source of 
potable water. These units are only capable of supplying enough 
potable water for drinking and cooking purposes. 

The next item in Korea is for a railroad spur at a cost of $340,000. 
The spur will provide direct rail service from the Uijongbu railhead 
to Supply Point 39 for all classes of QM supplies. At present all sup- 
plies are off-loaded at a railhead in the center of the town of 
Uijongbu on to an unfenced siding, and are then trucked through 
narrow and congested streets to Supply Point 39, 2 miles to the north- 
west. Not only does this necessitate double handling of all supplies, 
but it creates extremely serious problems of security and safety for 
both military personnel and the people of Uijongbu. The present 
unloading facility is far too small to accommodate heavy traffic; it 
cannot be fenced for security purposes because of its proximity to the 
main line, and it provides no place for offloading of bulk MOGAS. 
In the operation, pilferage alone averages $250 per month. Bulk 
MOGAS is received at the railhead in 55 gallon drums and during the 
unloading and loading operations it is exposed to the sparks emitted 
by switch engines in traversing the area in continuous operation—a 
constant fire hazard. An explosion of fire occurring in this area 
would threaten most of the town of Uijongbu and cause needless loss 
of life and property. If the spur is provided bulk MOGAS can be 
piped directly from tank cars to storage tanks. 

The next project is an education center for $40,000. It is required to 
provide an essential education facility for the troops stationed in the 
Greater Seoul, Korea, area. Existing classrooms are now located on 
the second floor of the Finance and Bank Building on Yongsan 
Reservation. Facilities are overcrowded and rooms are available only 
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when normal official activities are not occupying them. Facilities are 
shared, in part, by special services activities. When rooms are avail- 
able, a maximum of only 500 students can be accommodated. Because 
of the limited recreational facilities in Korea and because of the high 
caliber of troops assigned to this headquarters, a large number of 
personnel desire to engage in educational courses. However, attend- 
ance is restricted, courses are curtailed, and students are accepted on a 
first-come, first-served basis. No other facility for education is avail- 
able to replace this required item. Daily encouragement by the com- 
mand is given to the troops to attend the educational center and, 
therefore, acquisition of minimum educational space is considered 
of urgent importance for the Seoul area. If this item is not fur- 
nished, the present cramped facilities will continue in use, to the 
inconvenience and discouragement of all those interested in higher 
education. Supported strength is approximately 20,000 men. 

The last item in Korea is another water system in the Seoul, Korea, 
area an estimated cost of $772,000. This item is required to fore- 
stall an increased water shortage on the Yongsan Military Reserva- 
tion caused by the arrival of 346 dependent families, a 15,000 man 
laundry, a 50-bed hospital, and the addition of two steam plants 
totaling 770 boiler horsepower. The present water supply facilities 
supporting the post are inadequate. The existing filtration plant is 
capable of supplying 1,035,000 gallons of water per day at 2 gallons 
per minute per square foot of filter area. The gallonage is imsufli- 
cient to supply the present daily demand for water which is 200,000 
gallons per day. Water storage facilities are approximately 500,000 
gallons. The post is presently supplied by Seoul Water Department, 
through the provincial water plant. This plant, in addition to sup- 
plying a portion of Seoul City and SAC furnishes water to ASCOM 
and Inchon. With 100 percent operation the plant is incapable of 
supplying more than 60 percent of the post demand. The deficiency 
in capacity for supplying water results in unsatisfactory water supply 
to all using agencies and areas involved. A single II kv cable sup- 
plies the Seoul City pumping plant. One recent power failure 
resulted in a water outage on Yongsan Reservation for 50 hours. 

The Carman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The Caribbean Command Area. 

Mr. SLatTinsHeK. Page 367, Salinas training area, Puerto Rico 
training facilities, $208,000. 

General Seeman. The next geographical area in the program is 
that dealing with the Caribbean Command. 

In the Caribbean Command area, we are requesting authorization 
for a family housing project—at Fort Buchanan, Puerto Rico—to 
be financed under the authority of Capehart legislation, and a train- 
ing facility at Salinas. 

The housing project will provide quarters for 100 families. The 
training facility is a trainfire range which will be used to train all 
troops stationed at Forts Buchanan, Booke, and Allen. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. Page 361 in the backup book. Fort Allen, 
Puerto Rico: Supply facilities, administrative facilities, utilities, and 
ground improvements, $295,000. 

General Seeman. This installation operates and maintains a major 
relay and electronic switching station In the Army worldwide com- 
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munications system. This station will provide a dependable com- 
munications capability between the continental United States and 
points in Europe, the Middle East, and the Pacific area. 

There are three line items requested for this installation at a total 
cost of $295,000. The first line item is for a post consolidated prop- 
erty supply warehouse at an estimated cost of $110,000. This build- 
ing is required to provide suitable office space for 12 persons in 
supply management section, post consolidated property office, and 
provide inclosed storage area for chemical, engineer, medical, ord- 
nance, quartermaster, signal, and transportation items of supply 
necessary to maintain stock levels to support a primary relay and 
electronic switching station in the U.S. Army worldwide communi- 
cations system in a remote area. Workload is estimated at 8,000 
line items per month. No building exists to meet this need. 

The second line item is for a troop command administrative build- 
ing at an estimated cost of $91,000. This building is required for 
administrative control of troop command and provides office space 
for troop commander, executive officer, first sergeant, etc. It also 
provides space for arms storage and supply room. In addition, a 
part of this building will provide office space for the agency intelli- 
gence and security branch and the installation post office. There are 
no structures existing to fulfill this requirement. 

The third line item is for a perimeter security fencing at an esti- 
mated cost of $94,000. This item is required to insure physical 
security of this vital installation. This is a new installation and addi- 
tional fencing is required to complete the perimeter security fencing 
and preclude unauthorized entrance into installation. 

The CxHarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now the European Command area. Go ahead. 

Mr. StatinsueK. Page 370 of the backup book. Italy, utilities, 
$221,000. 

General Seeman. Here, we are requesting only one project at 
Livorno, Italy, for a sum of $221,000. This item is required for fire 
protection of twelve 40,000 square feet warehouses, each containing 
$1 million to $5 million in monetary value of strategically important 
supplies. Ability to replace these supplies is hampered by a necessary 
leadtime up to 6 months. A major fire loss in any one of these ware- 
houses would probably seriously impair or disrupt the mission of this 
command and the Mediterranean area. Without automatic sprinkler 
protection, the whole contents of any warehouse is exposed to total 
loss. Existing protection is provided with one fire company and 
water supplied dwagh a 4-inch main. 

The Cuaimman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The Army Security Agency. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. These items appear beginning at page 373. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. To 400 in the backup book. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, wait one minute. Isn’t this confidential? 

General Seeman. Not the line items as listed in the bill, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. SiatrnsHek. Various locations: Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, 
$2.964,000. 
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General Seeman. For the Army Security Agency overseas we are 
requesting a total of $2,964,000 at eight locations. The first of these 
is location 12 in Japan, where we are asking for four projects at a 
total cost of $517,000. 

The first of these projects is transmitter facilities for $101,000. 
This item is required to meet the requirement for reliable communica- 
tions which is a part of the mission assigned to this station by higher 
headquarters. High-powered transmitters are to replace present low- 
powered continuous wave tactical type transmitters which only par- 
tially fulfill requirements. The present transmitters are now located 
at location 12 in huts and other scattered quonset facilities which are 
also used for other purposes. These temporary facilities will continue 
in use during the buildup on this expanding station. 

The 15 kilowatt power output of programed transmitters neces- 
sitates approximately a 10-mile separation from the station’s prime 
mission receiving facilities and from Foreign Broadcast Information 
Service receiving facilities established at nearby Chitose I. This re- 
quirement for separation from the operations area prohibits continued 
use of existing facilities at location 12 and requirement for separation 
from Foreign Broadcast Information Service receivers rules out 
locating in facilities at Chitose I. An off-post site has been located 
at Numanohata which meets all operational requirements. ‘ 

The second project at location 12 is an addition to operations 
building for $65,000. This item is needed to accomplish increases 
in the assigned mission. Need is met now by an existing 26,945 square 
foot. semipermanent structure, scheduled to be expanded by 2,617 
square feet during fiscal year 1960 and proposed for a final expansion 
by this request of 2,911 square feet during fiscal year 1961. If this 
expansion is not provided, the unit will not be able to fully accomplish 
its assigned mission. 

The next item is an addition to an enlisted men’s barracks at $96,000. 
This addition to the fiscal year 1958 MCA authorized barracks is 
needed to adequately house all enlisted men of USASA, Navy, special 
Signal Corps unit, and Far East Network required to be at this loca- 
tion. This addition together with the fiscal year 1958 MCA author- 
ized barracks and family housing programed in the fiscal year 1960 
surplus commodity funding program will provide for the long-range 
strength of this station. Enlisted men are now housed at two main 
locations (4 mile separation) in 68,391 square feet at location 12, and 
56,469 square feet at Chitose I. These facilities are all quonsets built 
in 1951 and are past their point of diminishing utility as barracks. 
When new facilities are available, the quonsets at Chitose I will be 
turned over to the Japanese Air Self Defense Forces; those at location 
12 will be used primarily for storage for the duration of their useful 
life. If this project is not approved, quonset facilities must continue 
to be utilized. 

The last item at location 12 is a frequency converter plant for 
$255,000. This is required to accomplish an increased operational 
mission demanding high quality performance of operational equip- 
ment, 60-cycle power with minimum voltage and frequency variations. 
At present, 50-cycle commercial (Japanese) power is being used, sup- 
plemented by 50-cycle emergency power (three 100-kilowatt genera- 
tors in the operations building). If this project is not accomplished, 
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the numerous operational difficulties that are directly attributed to 
existing electrical power will continue; thereby preventing maximum 
operational efficiency. 

The next installation is location 13 in England, where we are re- 
questing authorization for two projects. 

The first of these is an addition to the operations building similar 
to that one requested at location 12. The estimated cost of $72,000. 
The second project is a frequency converter plant identical to the one 
requested at location 12 and the same cost, $255,000. The basis of 
requirement is the same as those requested for location 12. 

The next Army Security Agency installation is location 23, where 
we are requesting two enlisted men’s barracks at a cost of $561,000. 
This item is necessary to provide barracks space for 312 military per- 
sonnel to be assigned at this location. This is the balance of barracks 
space required to house the long-range strength of this ieatnllesien: 
Location 23 isa U.S. Army Security Agency field station, now under 
construction, which will be occupied by U.S. Army Security Agency 
and Signal Corps units. If this item is not provided, the enlisted 
men’s barracks capacity of this station will be 33 percent less than that 
required to house the men needed to accomplish the assigned mission ; 
as a result the station will not be able to adequately house the men re- 
quired to accomplish the assigned mission under construction. 

General Srrman. The next installation is location 90, Japan, where 
we are requesting a transmitter facility at $84,000. To improve op- 
eration efficiency, it is necessary to establish high-powered trans- 
mitter positions at this field station by fiscal year 1961 as part of a 
coordinated improvement in intra-U SASA operational communica- 
tions. These transmitters will replace present low-power continuous 
wave tactical type transmitters (which will be returned to stock). 
The 15-kilowatt power output of the programed transmitters neces- 
sitates approximately a 10-mile separation from the station prime 
mission Facilities. This requirement for separation from the station 
rules out continued use of existing facilities at Brady Air Base. The 
site selected, Koga-Shingu water system annex (FAC 5028) has ap- 
proximately 50 acres of desirable terrain and is located 7 miles from 
the receiving facilities. It is under U.S. Forces Japan control and 
is not scheduled for other U.S. Forces Japan, Japanese Ground Self- 
Defense Forces, or Japanese Air Self-Defense Forces use. Head- 
quarters, U.S. Army, Japan, has indicated approval for entering this 
item on the installation master plan for future dev “o-yree and will 
arrange for the land to be retained for indefinite U.S, forces use. 

The next installation is location 177 in Korea, sc we we are request - 
ing six projects at a cost of $1,264,000. 

The first of these is an operations building for $180,000. 

The concept of operations envisions use of mobile vans with vital 
elements of the operation installed for instant field use. Vans will 
be backed up to sides of building. Building will provide the balance 
of space needed for complete operations. ~ This project is required 
at a new location to provide a facility which will permit control of 
the operational activities assigned to the unit. The facility will 
include space for control office, processing area, briefing room, 
maintenance room, and communication center. The structural char- 
acteristics of the existing facility (at a different location) prevent 
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arrangement of the equipment for operational efficiency, or full com- 
pliance with security regulations. 

In addition, antiquated space heaters are used for heating and fuel 
cost averaged $60 per day during winter months. Further, since the 
erection of these buildings, maintenance has been limited to the 
minimum necessary for protection of personnel and equipment. An- 
nual maintenance cost over a period of 2 years has been $12,000. Con- 
ditions of these quonsets prohibit economical rehabilitation. 

The next item is a motor repair shop for $117,000. 

This project is required to provide facilities for maintenance, repair, 
and servicing organizational vehicles of the unit at a new location. 
Existing maintenance facilities are located in a sheet metal building 
of 4,000 square feet, constructed from salvage material. No facility 
of any kind exists at the proposed location. If item is not provided, 
temporary facilities must be constructed upon the move of this unit 
to the new location. Upon completion of this project, existing facili- 
ties at the old site will be turned over to the 8th U.S. Army. 

The next project is seven enlisted men’s barracks for an estimated 
cost of $400,000. 

These will house 420 men. Barracks are required at the new loca- 
tion (where no facilities now exist) to provide housing for enlisted 
men assigned to the unit. Troops are now quartered in crowded 
quonset huts at present location. ‘These huts have deteriorated to the 
extent that movement and reerection at a new location is not economi- 
cally feasible. Without the housing, the move of the unit would 
not. be practicable and the operational advantages of relocating this 
unit to a new location may not be realized. Deferment of these bar- 
racks will necessitate complete rehabilitation of quonsets in place at. 
an estimated cost of $177,000. Estimated annual maintenance cost of 
the quonsets after rehabilitation is $12,000, Estimated annual mainte- 
nance cost of proposed facility is $3,000 over a 5-year period. Upon 
completion of this project, existing facilities will be turned over to 
the 8th U.S. Army. 

The next project is a consolidated mess to provide messing service 
for all personnel assigned to the station. The estimated cost is 
$93,000. 

There are no messing facilities at the new location. The mess at 
the present location is in a temporary structure which has deteriorated 
beyond economical repair due to age and climatic conditions in the 
area. In addition, running water is not available and heat is not ad- 
equate during winter months. 

The condition of the structure and deficiencies prevent compliance 
with sanitation requirements and fire regulations. If this mess is 
deferred and the unit moves to the new location, a mess must be pro- 
vided using tents or reerected quonsets. If the unit remains at the 
present location, the existing mess will require rehabilitation and ex- 
pansion at an estimated cost of $23,000. Upon completion of this 
project, existing facility will be turned over to the 8th U.S. Army. 

The next project is a bachelor officers quarters at an estimated cost 
of $53,000. 

Bachelor officers quarters are required to house all officers assigned 
to this station. No such housing exists at the new location. At the 
present location, 20 officers are housed in three Jamesway huts and 
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two quonsets which have deteriorated beyond economical repair due 
to age and climatic conditions in the area. In addition, latrine facili- 
ties for this housing are limited to a single shower head, one toilet, 
and two wash basins. 

The proposed bachelor officers quarters will be needed at the new 
location when the unit moves. If this project is deferred and the 
unit does move, temporary housing must be constructed or the existing 
housing moved to a new location, rehabilitated, and reerected. Esti- 
mated cost of rehabilitation is $13,000. 

Upon completion of this project, existing facilities will be turned 
over to the 8th U.S. Army. 

The last project which we are requesting for construction at this 
station is the construction of utilities at an estimated cost of $421,000. 

The item is needed to establish a campsite on virgin ground located 
across a main runway from an existing U.S. Army base at K-6 
Airfield in Korea. The existing camp areas are fully in use now and 
are planned for expanded use by 8th U.S. Army, U.S. Air Force, and 
Republic of Korea units. If this item is not provided, the new con- 
struction complex for this location will be inoperable. 

Mr. Chairman, the next Army Security Agency installation for 
which we are requesting construction is location 321, located at Camp 
Red Cloud, Korea. Here, we are requesting a single, small project 
for an administrative building at a cost of $31,000. This project is 
required to provide space for the proper execution of administrative, 
staff, and command functions. These functions are presently being 
accomplished in various quonset huts with a total area of 2,880 square 
feet. The quonset huts are old and have passed the point of reasonable 
maintenance costs. They have all deteriorated to the point where 
leaks develop at every rain, causing office furniture and files to have 
to be moved in order to prevent damage. The quonsets are heated 
by oil-burning space heaters, which have a short life and quickly 
become a fire hazard, and in addition never are able to properly heat 
the buildings during the colder winter months. 

The buildings have long since served their usefulness and are no 
longer satisfactory for a unit headquarters. The proposed head- 
quarters building will permit consolidation of the command and staff 
activities, increase efficiency of operations, and permit full compliance 
with security measures. After completion of the proposed facility, 
existing quonsets will be salvaged. Deferment will require complete 
rehabilitation and/or replacement at an estimated cost in excess of 
$15,000. 

The next installation is location 321—A, which is located in the Ist 
Cavalry Division area. 

Here, we are requesting barracks to house commissioned and enlisted 
personnel at an estimated cost of $100,000. Barracks are required to 
provide housing for 3 officers, 1 DAC, and 96 enlisted men assigned to 
this unit. 

Due to the isolated location and the small authorized officer and 
civilian strength, it is not practical to consider separate quarters. 
All personnel are now billeted in quonset huts and/or Jamesway 
huts. The shelters have deteriorated to the extent that continued 
maintenance costs are excessive and no longer economically feasible. 
In addition, lavatory and heating facilities are inadequate. The pro- 
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posed barracks, with adequate space and necessary facilities for con- 
venience and comfort, will improve the welfare and effectiveness of 
the troops in this isolated area. Jamesway huts will be salvaged. 
Quonset huts will be salvaged or rehabilitated for storage of material 
now in the open, depending on the requirements after construction 
of the barracks. If barracks are not provided, the present buildings 
will continue in use, but must be completely renovated at a cost in 
excess of their present value. 

The last Army Security Agency installation is location 321-B in 
the Seventh Division Area (Camp Casey), where we again are re- 
questing barracks for enlisted housing at a cost of $80,000. 

Barracks are required for housing 80 enlisted men assigned to this 
unit. Existing housing for enlisted men consists of nine quonset 
huts, totaling 8,640 square feet, which were erected shortly after the 
Korean conflict. Severe inclement weather has caused deterioration 
to the extent that repair or rehabilitation is no longer economically 
feasible. In addition, the condition of these quonsets and use of oil 
burning heaters results in a continuous fire hazard. Some of the 
existing quonsets will be dismantled and salvaged. Others will ne- 
cessitate the rehabilitation or replacement of existing quonsets to 
meet this essential requirement for enlisted men’s barracks. 

The CHatrman. The book shows all about where they are. 

Without objection, that item is approved. 

Signal Overseas Stations. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. These items appear beginning at page 402 of the 
backup book, and ending with 409. 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
administrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $3,282,000. 

General SreMan. Here we are requesting facilities at five installa- 
tions. 

The first of these is the Pacific Scatter System Station, No. 14. 
We are asking for modification of an existing building at this sta- 
tion in the amount of $490,000. Item is required to complete Japan 
Army command and administrative network primary relay station 
and joint communications relay station and joint communications 
relay center, building 898, Camp Drake, Japan. Basic power source 
is from commercial source which is nominally 50 cycles. Actual fluc- 
tuation varies from 47 to 50 cycles. In order to meet stability criteria 
of plus or minus 0.2 cycles and to provide for proper operation of 
60-cycle equipment, it is necessary to convert commercial power from 
50 to 60 cycles by means of a specially designed frequency convertor. 
Standby power is required to fulfill operational requirements as a 
prime communications relay station since the commercial power is 
subject to interruption. The incendiary storage is required in event 
it is necessary to destroy considerable quantities of classified com- 
munications equipment to avoid compromise. Failure to provide 
facilities will result in continued unacceptable standards of operation, 
efficiency, and delays in destruction, if required due to hostile acts. 

The second installation is Pacific Scatter System Station 17. Here 
we are requesting six projects at an estimated cost of $809,000. The 
first of these is a communication equipment building at a cost of 
$78,000. Based upon Joint Chiefs of Staff directive, establishment 
of a new scatter relay station at site No. 17 is required as an essential 
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item in the overall Pacific Scatter System. Propagation factors 
and mode of operation dictate a relay station at this “location. No 
buildings exist. on this site. If this item is not provided, electronic 
equipment programed for procurement in fiscal year 1961 cannot be 
installed and the required extension to existing Pacific Scatter cir- 
cuitry cannot be accomplished to meet needs of military services for 
reliable communications between site No, 11 and the area to be served 
by terminal stations No. 14 and No. 18. 

The next project is a vehicle storage building at a cost of $13,000. 
The remoteness of this site from existing U.S. Armed Forces facility 
areas precludes obtaining vehicle transportation from existing motor 
pools for purposes of obtaining emergency supplies, logistical sup- 
port items or transporting operating personnel to U.S. Army hos- 
pital facilities or to other communication activity areas in the area 
complex. One 6 x 6 21% ton general purpose cargo vehicle and one 
sedan or jeep will be required and a garage is necessary to perform 
required 2d and 3d echelon maintenance on these vehicles. 

The next project is an enlisted barracks and a BOQ with mess at a 
cost of $112,000. The remoteness of this site from existing U.S. mili- 
tary bases precludes obtaining logistical support for this facility from 
other areas. The driving time between any U.S. military base and 
this site is over 12 hours. The quantity of equipment and resultant 
power supply necessary for the operation of this station requires 27 
enlisted men and 4 officers. Messing, recreational, administrative, 
and storage areas must be contained within this building to provide 
a completely self-sufficient logistical support program for the operat- 
ing personnel. 

The next project at station 17 is construction of a generator build- 
ing at a cost of $385,000. The existing primary power source is 60 
cycle per second commercial power. The proposed secondary power 
source is two 500 kilovolt-ampere diesel generators plus one rotating 
spare. All voltages will be regulated and frequency will be held to 
58-62 cycles per second. Automatic diesel start and power transfer 
equipment will be required. The generating and supply voltage to 
equipment building will be 4,160 volt, 3 phase. The transformer 
vault will be located at equipment building. 

The next project is a sentry house at an estimated cost of $3,000. 
This station is remotely located from any U.S. military base. Be- 
cause of the sensitive nature of this classified communication facility, 
24-hour guard must be provided for the area. 

The last project at station 17, which we are requesting, is pro- 
vision of necessary utilities at a cost of $218,00. Utilities are required 
to provide a completely self-supporting facility. If this item is not 
provided, the new facility will be inoperable. 

The next station, Mr. Chairman, is Pacific Scatter System Station 
19. Here we are requesting facilities for establishment of a new sta- 
tion at a total cost of $858,000. The first project is a communication 
equipment building for $89,000. Based upon Joint Chiefs of Staff 
directive, establishment of a new scatter relay station at site No. 19 
is required as an essential item in the overall] Pacific Scatter System. 
Propagation factors and mode of operation dictate a relay station 
at this location. No buildings exist on this site. If this item is not 
provided, electronic equipment programed for procurement in fiscal 
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year 1961 cannot. be installed and the required extension to existing 
-acific Scatter circuitry cannot be accomplished to meet needs of 
military services for reliable communications between site No. 11 
and the area to be served by terminal stations No, 14 and No. 18. 

The next project is a vehicle storage building at a cost of $18,000. 
The remoteness of this site from existing U.S. Armed Forces facility 
areas precludes obtaining vehicle transportation from existing motor 
pools for purposes of obtaining emergency supplies, logistical support 
items or transporting operating personnel to U.S. Army hospital 
facilities or to other communication activity areas in the area com- 
plex. One 6 x 6 214-ton general purpose cargo vehicle and one 
sedan or jeep will be required and a garage is necessary to perform 
required 2d and 3d echelon maintenance on these vehicles. 

The next project is an enlisted men’s barracks and bachelor officers 
quarters with mess for $112,000. The remoteness of this site from 
existing U.S. military bases precludes obtaining logistical support 
for this facility from other areas. The driving time between any 
U.S. military base and this site is over 12 hours. The quantity of 
equipment and resultant power supply necessary for the operation of 
this station requires 27 enlisted men and 4 officers. Messing, recrea- 
tional, administrative, and storage areas must be contained within 
this building to provide a completely self-sufficient logistical support 
program for the operating personnel. 

The next project is for a generator building with power supply 
for $423,000. The existing primary power source is 60-cycle-per- 
second commercial power. The proposed secondary power source 
is two 625-kilovolt-ampere diesel generators plus one rotating spare. 
All voltages will be regulated and frequency will be held to 58 to 62 
cycles per second. Automatic diese] start and power transfer equip- 
ment will be required. The generating and supply voltage to equip- 
ment building will be 4,160 volt, 3-phase. The transformer vault will 
be located at equipment building. 

The next project is a sentry house at $3,000. This station is re- 
motely located from any U.S. military base. Because of the sensi- 
tive nature of this classified communication facility, 24-hour guard 
must be provided for the area. 

The last project at this station is for construction of a utility 
system at a cost of $218,000. Utilities are required to provide a com- 
pletely self-supporting facility. If this item is not provided, the 
new facility will be inoperable. 

The next station is Pacific Scatter System Station 20, where we are 
requesting construction of new facilities totaling $809,000. This, like 
stations 17 and 19, is for establishment of a complete new station. The 
first project is a communication equipment building for $78,000. Based 
upon Joint Chiefs of Staff directive, establishment of a new scatter 
relay station at site No 20 is required as an essential item in the overall 
Pacific Scatter System. Propagation factors and mode of operation 
dictate a relay station at this location. No buildings exist on this 
site. If this item is not provided, electronic equipment programed 
for procurement in fiscal year 1961 cannot be installed and the re- 
quired extension to existing Pacific scatter circuitry cannot be ac- 
complished to meet needs of military services for reliable communi- 
cations between site No. 11 and the area to be served by terminal 
stations Nos. 14 and 18. 
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The next project is a vehicle storage building at $13,000. The re- 
moteness of this site from existing U.S. Armed Forces facility areas 
precludes obtaining vehicle transportation from existing motor pools 
for purposes of obtaining emergency supplies, logistical support items, 
or transporting operating personnel to U.S. Army hospital facilities 
or to other communication activity areas in the area complex. One 6 
by 6 214-ton general purpose cargo vehicle and one sedan or jeep will 
be required and a garage is necessary to perform required second and 
third echelon maintenance on these vehicles. 

The next project is an enlisted men’s barrack and bachelor officers 
quarters with mess for $112,000. The remoteness of this site from ex- 
isting U.S. military bases precludes obtaining logistical support for 
this facility from other areas. The driving time between any U.S. 
military base and this site is over 12 hours. The quantity of equip- 
ment and resultant power supply necessary for the operation of this 
station requires 27 enlisted men and 4 officers. Messing, recreational, 
administrative, and storage areas must be contained within this build- 
ing to provide a completely self-sufficient logistical support program 
for the operating personnel. 

The next project is a generator building with power supply at a cost 
of $385,000. The existing primary power source is 60-cycle-per-second 
commercial power. The proposed secondary power source 1s two 500- 
kilovolt-ampere diesel generators plus rotating spare. All voltages 
will be regulated and frequency will be held to 58 to 62 cycles per 
second. Automatic diesel start and power transfer equipment will be 
required. The generating and supply voltage to equipment building 
will be 4,160-volt, 3-phase. The transformer vault will be located at 
equipment building. 

The next project is a sentry house for $3,000. This station is re- 
motely located from any U.S. military base. Because of the sensitive 
nature of this classified communication facility, 24-hour guard must 
be provided for this area. 

The last project for this station is construction of a utility system 
at an estimated cost of $218,000. Utilities are required to provide a 
completely self-supporting facility. If this item is not provided, the 
new facility will be inoperable. 

The last station in the Signal Corps’ oversea portion of the pro- 
gram is a strategic army communication station located at a classi- 
fied installation. Here we are requesting two projects for a total of 
$316,000. 

The first project is a headquarters and administrative building at 
a cost of $49,000. This building is required to provide office space 
for the headquarters and administrative sections of an oversea agency 
of the chief signal officer. This agency organized July 1, 1959, is the 
parent unit of two Army command and administrative network sta- 
tions in a critically strategic area. No similar space has been in- 
cluded in construction previously approved for site 23, either in 
ACAN or U.S. Army Security Agency buildings. At the time of 
previous construction requests it was envisioned that the ACAN unit 
at site 23 would be responsible for only the ACAN station at site 23 
and that this ACAN station at site 23 would have one-third fewer 
personnel than it will have initially. 

As an interim measure, it is planned for the headquarters of this 
agency to occupy space allotted to communication operations in the 
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combined communication center and receiver building. Administra- 
tive functions will be performed in space designed for USASA oper- 
ations. ‘The administrative section will be in a compound different 
from that of the headquarters section. Expansion of buildings on 
the main post to house the headquarters and administrative sections 
would be inefficient. 

The other project at this station is a generator building and power 
supply at an estimated cost of $267,000. This item will provide emer- 
gency power facilities required for the combined communication 
center and receiver building. 

Initial emergency power facilities consisted of two 75-kilovolt- 
ampere generators located in the building. Expansion of the com- 
munications center and receiver building is in the MCA execution 
program for fiscal year 1960 and the space occupied by the two 75- 
kilovolt-ampere generators is required for the communications pur- 
poses. Removal of the two 75-kilovolt-ampere generators will leave 
the station without emergency power. ps the expansion of the 
facilities necessitates increasing the emergency power requirements 
from 150 kilovolt-amperes initially provided, to 750 kilovolt-amperes 
now required. 

The main post powerplant was not designed to provide emergency 
power for this building. The calculated risk of not having an emer- 
gency power source for approximately a year was taken so that special, 
continuous (no break) power equipment could be developed and be 
available for this powerplant. This equipment now has been de- 
veloped. The generators to be removed in fiscal year 1960 would 
be returned to supply channels for use at a nearby Army command 
and administrative network radio relay station. 

Mr. Chairman, this completes the signal oversea portion of the 
program. 

The next major section of the program is that dealing with facili- 
ties for support of the surface-to-air missile program. In that sec- 
tion, we are requesting a total authorization of $43,216,000. 

There are 17 project sheets supporting the surface-to-air missile 
program authorization, Mr. Chairman, but only 4 of these can be dis- 
cussed in open session. With your permission, I will address myself 
to these unclassified projects at this time and cover the remainder 
when the committee goes into executive session. 

The first of these projects is for construction of a post exchange and 
snack bar in the Chicago-Gary defense area at an estimated cost of 
$168,000. This project is required to provide facilities for operation 
of exchange retail activities, a snack bar and soda fountain, service 
outlets and administrative space for exchange activities to accommo- 
date approximately 550 Army and Air Force personnel and their de- 
pendents at Norad Control Center, Site C-80; in addition, approxi- 
mately 700 men and their dependents, at 7 additional outlying Nike 
sites, will use these facilities, This facility is considered essential as 
one of the fringe benefits furnished service personnel in lieu of pay 
consistent with civilian industry. 

The second project is for construction of a ready building at Ells- 
worth Air Force Base, S. Dak., for a cost of $39,000. The existing 
building has become unusable and a source of danger to life and prop- 
erty, due to extremely unsuitable soil conditions, and has deteriorated 
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to such a point that it has been condemned by post engineer and a 
temporary structure provided. The proposed ready building will be 
located on approximately the same site as the old, immediately adja- 
cent to the control equipment and within the control area for a Nike- 
Hercules battery. Because the siting of the battery is critical with re- 
spect of the defended area and the remainder of the installation is in 
place and operating, no excess or partially utilized facility is appro- 
priate for the proposed ready building. 

If this item is not provided, the operational ability of the unit will 
be greatly hampered in that the control area operating personnel will 
have to be housed in the administrative area which is 1, tol mile away 
and will have to be transported by bus during the time on alert. This 
is a heavy snow area and winter operations would be hampered con- 
siderably. This is a Hercules site and as such will continue in opera- 
tion within the foreseeable future. Travel between control and 
launcher area during adverse (drifted snow) weather conditions is 
extremely difficult. ‘The distance between barracks and ready build- 
ings is 3.5 miles. Criteria is 5 minutes walking time from barracks to 
place of duty. 

The third project, for provision of latrine facilities in the Washing- 
ton-Baltimore defense area at an estimated cost. of $71,000, is necessary 
for the health and safety of enlisted men. Due to the location of the 
present latrines, in a separate building, personnel now have to walk 
several dozen yards from the barracks to the latrine in all kinds of 
weather. This situation can be detrimental to the health of those indi- 
viduals who have just taken showers and must go out into inclement 
weather to return to the barracks. Since the mean winter temperature 
in this area is approximately 37° Fahrenheit, any trip to the latrine 
during winter months is likely to expose personnel to severe cold. 

The fourth and last unclassified project is for construction of an 
alert building at Fort Shafter, Hawaii, at an estimated cost of 
$176,000. This project is required to provide an alert building for the 
operating personnel of the air operations center and associated radar 
systems, and necessary operational facilities. There are no existing 
facilities in the area to meet this requirement. Unless these facilities 
are provided, the Nike-Hercules defense of this area will be degraded. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now read section 102. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK (reading) : 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop classified mili- 
tary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, re- 
habilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $46,216,000. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keviener. I can give a general breakdown, Mr. Chairman, 
of that, if you would like to have it. 

The Cuarrman. Isn’t that classified ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Not the way I will present it. 

The Cuarman. All right, go ahead and present it. 

Mr. Kettenerr. About $13 million for Nike-Hercules for HIPAR— 
that is H-I-P-A-R. And it is radar for 50 Nike installations in the 
United States. $3.8 million for Nike-Hercules improvement kits, as 
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they are called; $7 million for Hawk in Europe, and a little bit over 
$14 million for research and development for Nike-Zeus. 

There are other items in there that are of a more classified nature, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now read section 103. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK (reading) : 

Sec. 108. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop Army instal- 
lations and facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by changes 
in Army missions, new weapons developments, new and unforeseen research 
and development requirements, or improved production schedules, if the Secre- 
tary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion in 
the next Military Construction Authorization Act would be inconsistent with 
interests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, 
convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, including 
land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment in 
the total amount of $17,500,000: Provided, the Secretary of the Army, or his 
designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of 
the cost of construction of any public work undertaken under this section, in- 
cluding those real estate actions pertaining thereto. This authorization will 
expire as of September 30, 1961, except for those public works projects concern- 
ing which the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives have been notified pursuant to this section prior to that date. 

The Cramman. Now, this is the same as was in the last year’s bill; 
is it not? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct. 

General Sreman. Right. 

The Cuarrman. And you last year had $10 million ? 

General Seeman. We didn’t use this authority at all last year. 

The Cuarrman. I know that, but we gave you $10 million in the 
law. 

General Sremen. After conference, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right; $10 million. 

Now, you are asking for $17,500,000. 

My examination shows that you only spent 

Mr. Ketiener. None. 

The CuarrmMan. What? 

Mr. Kevvener. None. 

The Cuatrman. You haven’t spent any ? 

General Seeman. This 

The Cnarrman. I think the committee would be on sound ground 
if we reduced it down to $10 million. 

I hope there will be no shaking of the head from the general on that 
because we have gone along with all these other items and I think we 
are warranted in reducing this down to $10 million. 

Mr. Kitpay. How much did they ask for last year? 

Mr. Keiiener. The same. 

General Seeman. I believe they asked the same amount for all three 
services, just the same as this year, $17,500,000. 

Mr. Kizpay. You asked for 17 last time; you got 10 and you used 
none of it. 

General Seeman. Used none, sir. As I mentioned, I think 

The CHatrmMan,. Without objection we will strike out $17,500,000 
and put $10 million. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask the general one question ? 
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Under the broad provisions of this section, if it was in the interest 
of national defense and that were so certified and you also certified 
that the mission were changed, you could build anything you pleased— 
follow me now—you could build anything you pleased, so long as 
you notified the Congress ¢ 

General Sreman. It requires somewhat more than notification, 
sir. 
As I mentioned, it is not funded. It requires coming back to the 
Appropriations Committee for reprogramming, and a statement as 
to what items were funded and approved must be dropped out. 

Mr. Rivers. You would not have to come back to this committee 
or anything? 

General Sreman. As long as we stayed within the approved amount, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. If, when you got then to the appropriations, you got 
the $10 million under the provisions of this act, so long as you notified 
the Congress you could build anything you pleased, anywhere you 
pleased, so long as you certified it under the intendment of this 
terminology ¢ 

General Seeman. And we had the approval of higher authority, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, yes; you had that before you started. 

The CuHarmman. And when the information is conveyed to the com- 
mittee and the committee examines it, if the committee does not go 
along with the Department, we so notify them and the Department is 
wise enough to put the brakes on. 

General Sreman. I would expect it would be the same as your sug- 
gestion in the Fort Ord Service Club, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Now, read the next section, 104. 

Mr. SuatrnsHeK. Section 104. In accordance with the provisions 
of title [IV of the Housing Amendments of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as 
amended, the Secretary of the Army is authorized to construct family 
housing for occupancy as public quarters at the following locations: 

Inside the United States—— 

The CHatrman. Now, these are Capehart houses? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, read the installations. 

Mr. SuatinsHEK. Fort Huachuca, Ariz., 100 units; Fort Eustis, Va., 
275 units; Fort Meade, Md., 400 units; Fort Ritchie, Md., 60 units; 
Fort Campbell, Ky., 500 units; Fort Rucker, Ala., 498 units; Fort 
Sill, Okla., 350 units; Fort Lewis, Wash., 500 units; Fort Ord, Calif., 
500 units. 

Outside the United States: Fort Buchanan, P.R., 100 units. 

i peace What is the total number of Capehart houses in 
the bi 

General Szeman. This number totals, Mr. Chairman, 3,283. 

The CHarrmMan. 3,283. 

Now, your cost is low enough—about $16,000 per unit, isn’t it? 

General Seeman. $16,500 is the statutory limit, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, did you build those houses down there in 
Florida at Cape Canaveral ? 

General Szreman. No, sir; we have had no approved Capehart. 

The Cuarrman. Now, we spent $16,000 a unit down there and I 
am of the opinion that we could have built those houses a great 
deal cheaper than going to the maximum amount. 
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We will take that up with the Navy when it comes up. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. One minute, Mr. Van Zandt. I have a matter 
that I want Mr. Kelleher to present. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

This is a brief of a housing contract that was at Granite City, IIl., 
the engineer depot, there. 

Congress authorized the construction of 50 appropriated fund hous- 
ing units at the Granite City Engineer Depot, Ill. There was a cost 
limitation of $642,000 on this housing. 

The Comptroller General states that this limitation was violated 
through the arbitrary transfer of approximately $250,000 of housing 
costs to other items not subject to the limitation. 

For example, in the initial bid the successful contractor quoted 
the cost of ranges—kitchen ranges—at $7,162. In the subsequent 
negotiated bid of the same contractors, the ranges were quoted and 
accepted at $20,197. 

Another example related to the installation of refrigerators. These 
were quoted in the original bid at $420. The installation cost of the 
refrigerators in the subsequent bid was $1,184. 

A third example related to the construction of fences, gates, 
et cetera. These were quoted in the original bid at $8,115. In the 
subsequent negotiated bid, the cost of the fences and gates was quoted 
and accepted at $22,884. 

The Comptroller General states that in his opinion— 
at the time it was known that the construction could not be effected within the 
congressional limitation, the full circumstances of the transaction should have 
been referred to the Congress for consideration of special authorization. 

The Cuarrman. Now, that is what we get into. That is the reason 
we have to keep such close scrutiny of everything that goes on. 

We could not do it unless we had such an able staff to assist us. 

Now, this kind of business is bad. That is bad. 

Here it is: They raised the price on refrigerators and other things 
because of no limit being placed on it. In that way they made the 
unit cost correspond, or a little bit lower. 

This kind of thing should be stopped. 

The Comptroller is to be commended in calling it to our attention. 

Is there anything you want to say about that, General ? 

General SrEMAN. No, sir. 

The Cnarrman. Or anybody in the Army wants to say ? 

General Seeman. Of course, the Army is very much concerned that 
there is an allegation that we failed to comply with the letter and 
the spirit of the law. 

The report as it is now issued varies considerably from the draft 
which we saw some—a year ago. We are going into it and getting 
all of the facts in the case, and we will report back. 

The CuarrMan. Well, I am going to have the staff to examine it a 
little bit further and see if we by some kind of statute can prohibit 
that from happening. 

Now, I know that happens all over the country in building roads. 
I have seen enough road contracts made that I know that contractors 
delve in that kind of practice, but as far as the Government is con- 
cerned, we should at least put our disapproval on it. And we are 
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going to try to work it out, with something that can deal with that 
kind of practice by statute. 

Mr. Kizpay. How much money is involved in this? How much 
more? 

Mr. Keviener. Apparently $250,000. 

Those are only examples that I gave. 

Mr. Kitpay. Out of $6 million, was it ? 

Mr. Keviener. No, $642,000. 

Mr. Kivtpay. $642,000? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kixupay. Gee. 

The CHairnman. We have to do something about it. The only way 
to do it is when we have an indictment, provide a remedy. 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman, let me ask this. Is there any way 
to know who in the military is responsible for any such act as that? 
That is the way to get at it. 

The Cuarrman. Well, we will try to get at it by statute. 

Mr. Wrinsreap. I think we ought to show it in the record. I think 
the only way to do anything about this kind of practice is to expose 
it and show it. 

The CuarrMan. We are working on it now. We have many prob- 
lems, and I am hoping we can stop it, where we can hold it up and 
prohibit this from happening in the future. 

It may happen in other instances, but we did happen to find this 
instance here, and it is outrageous. 

Mr. Rivers. The General said the Army was concerned—lI say, you 
said the Army was concerned ? 

The CHarrmMan. Oh, yes. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; we are concerned, if there is an allega- 
tion that we failed to comply with the spirit of the law. 

Mr. Winsreap. Mr. Chairman, let’s pinpoint this thing down. 

This thing has been going on for the 18 years I have been here. We 
have never named or branded—and that is one fault I find with the 
military. They find no fault with their own house. 

You can talk about this all day and for a week. Unless you name 
and brand the man responsible for that and the military does some- 
thing about it, we can talk all we please and you resolute all you want 
to, you will have the same thing happen next year. 

The only way you can stop this kind of stuff is to name the man 
and brand the man. 

The Cuarmman. No, we are not going to do that. We are going 
to pass a law dealing with it. That is the sensible way to approach it. 

Mr. Kitpay. On that phase of it, I would certainly urge that no 
names be revealed until it is determined whether or not there will be 
court-martial or other proceedings. It would be highly improper 





General Skeman. Your chairman has asked for a complete report 
on this, and we intend to provide it. 

The CHatrMan. We are not going to name the names, anyway. 
We are going to correct it by statute. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, May I make a comment ? 

Lest the impression gets out that it involves corruption 
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The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Price. It was not. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Price. I think this should be made clear. It was a violation of 
procedure. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Price. Which should be corrected. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Price. There is no implication of corruption. 

The Cuarrman. Nota bit in the world. 

General Seeman. We don’t have the report prepared yet. 

The CuHatrman. Go ahead with the bill. Outside the United 
States—— 

Mr. Srrarron. I join in commending the Comptroller General 
for his action in bringing this deal to light. He happens to be a 
constituent of mine and a very able gentleman. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much for your contribution, for 
letting us know that fact. 

Now, let’s see. The next is Fort Buchanan, P.R., 100 units—outside 
the United States. Go ahead. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. The next section is 105. The justification ap- 
pears in the deficiency authorizations book which is before you now. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. 

Now, members of the committee, section 105 relates to deficiency 
authorizations. 

I want tocommend the Army. You have been figuring these things 
a little bit better. 

What is the total amount? I give it in my statement, but I forget. 

Mr. Keviener. $7.9 million, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. How much? 

Mr. Keviener. $7.9 million. 

The Cuairman. Well, that is pretty good figuring. They had 160- 
some-odd million dollars and they were out of line only $7 million. 
I compliment you, General. You made a good case. 

Now, without objection, we make this deficiency authorization in the 
respective places that they appear, in sections 105, 6, 7 

Mr. Keviener. Eight. 

The Cuairman. Eight and nine. 

Now that brings you down 

Mr. Keiitener. The Navy, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That finishes it. 

Now, do we want to go and take up these things a little bit closer 
in the classified items ? 

Mr. Kewtiener. There is no special requirement for it. You have 
read them all, and the details are in the classified book. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

No, we finished the Army. We will take a recess until tomorrow 
morning, when we will have the Navy. I trust the Navy will present 
it as clearly as you have done it today. Thank you very much. 

See everybody tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:35 a.m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
at 10 a.m., Wednesday, February 17, 1960.) 
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Howse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Wednesday, February 17, 1960. 

The committee met at 10 a.m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The CuHatrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing on 
10220. 

Yesterday we considered, without reaching a decision, with 
reference to various places for Capehart houses for the Army. 

Our colleague, Mr. Downing, is ill and is unable to be here, but he 
desires that we take up and consider some protests from some 
constituents at Fort Eustis. 

Now, who is here from that area who wants to testify in opposition 
to building some 257 Capehart units? 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Bickford, sir. 

The Carman. You may sit right down. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, before Mr. Bickford starts, may I just 
make this observation ¢ 

Mr. Bickford lives just across the river from me, in the First Con- 
gressional District of Virginia, represented by our distinguished 
colleague, Mr. Downing. 

I want to express appreciation to the chairman for hearing him 
this morning, to express the views of his group. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Bickford—— 

Mr. Bickrorp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. We will be glad to have you make any statement 
you desire to do so as to the reason why, from your viewpoint, the 
Army should not be permitted to construct the Capehart houses at 
Fort Eustis. 

Mr. Bicxrorp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

June 16—— 

The Cuarrman. Talk out loud so we will hear you. 

Mr. Bicxrorp. On June 16, 1958, I had the privilege of appearing 
before you gentlemen in opposition to 223 units that were under 
consideration at that time to be constructed at Fort Eustis. 

At that time we presented certain facts and figures. 

Then a new request came in. That was passed by your body, and 
then subsequently was knocked out in appropriations and did not come 
up until last year. 

On March 5 of last year, these 223 units, which in most cases, other 
than about 90 units, were replacements of substandard units on the 
post. 

Fort Eustis then put in another request for an additional 277 
units, making a grand total of 500 units, at which time the chamber of 
commerce, of which I am a member, and the Home Builders Associa- 
tion were members, were brought into the thing to decide in their 
minds whether to recommend the additional units or even the 223 
units. 

We wrote a letter protesting, again, the 223 units because the cham- 
ber of commerce had not acted at that particular time. 

Right after that, they did act, in April, and I have furnished a 
copy of their report that they found on the housing. 
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They were of the same opinion that you gentlemen were, that the 
223 units should be built. 

Now, they are the ones that were authorized last year. They have 
not been built yet. As I understand it, they will be put out for bid 
probably sometime in the next 2 months, which is basically a year’s lag 
between the time that you all approved them and they actually get 
ready for construction. 

The chamber of commerce went on further, and I will quote from 
here: 

It is our understanding that the Federal Housing Administration has approved 
commitments for 277 additional permanent units at Eustis whenever the Depart- 
ment of Defense schedules them for construction and secures congressional 
approval. We feel it is very unwise for the Federal Housing Administration to 
commit itself to 277 additional units at this time, pending clarification of the 
effect on the local economy of the 300 new— 


which is actually 500 new— 


Capehart units at Langley Field and the 66 renovated units at the Naval 
Weapons Station, together with 120 net units at Eustis, which makes a total 
of 486— 


which should be 686— 
for which tenants must be found in the next two years. 


And they strongly urge them to withdraw their consideration on 
this matter. 

Unbeknownst to us, the matter went along. Their report was 
forwarded on the General Vissering, the commanding general at Fort 
Eustis, and to the members of the chamber of commerce. 

We have a reply back from General Vissering, of which I have 
copies here, stating the fact that he appreciated the position that the 
chamber of commerce took concerning the 223 units. And he went 
on to state: 

We further appreciate the concern of the committee regarding the effect of 
any new construction here at Eustis or any possible reduction in troop strength 
on the overall rental market within the Peninsula. 

I suggest we have another look at the situation in the fall or as soon as it 
is necessary to program construction for the fiscal year 1961. It may be nec- 
essary to program something for 1961 fairly soon, but it is always easy to 
delete something from a program. 

And then thanking us for the cooperation that was taken. 

Now, I am sure that it was an oversight on the General’s part that 
we were not consulted before this matter came up. He just told me a 
few minutes ago he had no knowledge that this would come up at 
this stage of the game. 

We very definitely didn’t, or we would have had a prepared state- 
ment with some facts and figures brought up to date, currently. 

Now, in the report that I gave you, there were certain figures 
quoted concerning the vacancies that existed at that particular time. 
Due to the fact that we only had one day to get this information in 
order, I can’t fill in the exact figures in there concerning what was in 
Hampton and what was in Newport News, and I will have to ask 
you to bear with me and take a gross total. 

But from the figures that we were able to get—and I would say 
that we got 90 percent of the figures—that of the units that the com- 
mittee that made that report considered standard, there were 4,778 
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units involved, rental units, of a standard nature. There are 454 
that are vacant at this time. That is 9.5 percent. 

Now, that is in contrast to the figures that were given previously : 
there was existing at the time that this report was made a 5.5 in 
Newport News, and a 5.7 in Hampton. So the situation which caused 
the chamber of commerce to take the position that they took has 
almost doubled itself in magnitude as to the vacancies. 

Now, I have no fear whatsoever that the militar y can fill the Cape- 
hart housing, because they have the ability to order in anyone that 
they want into the housing. They probably have sufficient people 
to do it. But the economy of the Peninsula is at stake when you 
put that many units in. 

Now, of the substandard units, which basically are public housing, 
of one form or the other, there are 4,985, with 312 vacant, or 6 percent 

vacancy. That would not concern the military as a w hole, although 
the first two or three grades actually occupy most of those units. 

Now, one of the things that worries us the most: We did not oppose 
the Capehart units at Langley Field. There were 500 of them to be 
built. They were to be finished last June and occupied. To date, 
there are only 58 of them occupied. Langley is endeavoring to assign 
these units at five per day. 

Now, the reason for it is the delay in construction. 

All 500 of these units should be occupied by the latter part of June 
or July. 

They, in turn, are tearing down 240-some units of substandard hous- 
ing. Those units, however, most of them, are already vacant. So if 
you consider the figure of roughly 450 people, which must come out 
of some other housing in that community to fill these units here, you 
can see, gentlemen, w rhy we are very much concerned. We have the 

450 to fill these units. We are going to have 223 to fill the units that 
have been approved at Eustis ‘that have not been built, and yet we 
are sitting apiece talking about 275 additional units. In other words, 
our request is that you would not approve these units at this time 
but let them go back and funnel their way through in a normal channel 
and let the chamber of commerce go in and study and try to get some 
facts and figures, and don’t rush into this. 

Also, the Congress made available program 810, which is off-base 
military housing. To date, as I understand it, the rules and regula- 
tions set up by ‘the Federal Housing Administration have been sent 
tothe Department of Defense. 

It is quite possible, if there is a need for additional housing units 
in the area, that they can be constructed on the off-base military 
housing, with the idea in mind if the need or requirements of the 
military is cut back, these units would be located in the normal eco- 
nomic growth of the community and not isolated up at Fort Eustis, 
and could be absorbed by the community in the event of a cutback 
on military personnel requirements. 

I believe that is all, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Thank you very much. 

Then, to sum up what you have said, you would rather build under 
810 than to see the Capehart houses constructed ¢ 
Mr. Bicxrorp. If the need is there. 

The Cyaan, That is right. 
Mr. Bickrorp. Now, we question the need, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Well, I am going to advise you that I think this 
committee is going to have wires to say about building under 810. 

Now, from what you have said, you objected to the 223 last year. 
Now you are objecting to the 275 this year. 

Now, I have ex: mined this, and J find that this military transporta- 
tion hes vdquarters of the Army is a very important part of the Army 
setup. We have invested up to date some $92 million down there. 

Now, this is some 10 or 15 miles from Williamsburg. We all know 
where Williamsburg is. I never had the pleasure of going to this 
particular installation, but I know the area it is in. 

Certainly, this $92 million that we list invested there has been of 
great aid and boom to the economic condition of the area down there. 
There are some 11,555 personnel down there today; 2,400 of them are 
civilians. 

Now, this was established in 1918. What is worrying me is why 
this particular location was ever selected in the first instance. 

Mr. Harpy. It isa good location, Mr. Chairman. 

The CnarrmMan. Now, wait one minute. 

| Laughter. | 

The CuarrmMan. Now, let’s see. This is for the transportation head- 
quarters of the Army. 

Now, the only justification running through my mind as to the 
justification of locating it in the first instance was because it was on 
the water. The Army moved by boats and trucks and railroads. 
Now, do you have a ship down there that trains this personnel how 
to row the ship? 

Mr. Bickrorp. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Then that is the justification for it being on the 
water, 

Mr. Bickrorp. Yes, sir. 

The CuamMan. Because if it required motor vehicles and railroads, 
any other place in the country would have been just as well. 

We don’t want the military personnel living in barracks. It is not 
fair. It hurts the morale. 

I don’t think you are on sound ground in opposing this in the hopes 
that you can build under 810. 

Mr. Bickrorp. Sir, I believe- 

The CHarmrman. Now, the Army says they need this. This is a 
great installation. We have spent $92 million down there. And you 
were opposed to it last year, and you are opposed to it this year. Your 
only hope to build houses there is by section 810, and that is what you 
want to work around to, And if 810 had not been written in the law 
last year, I am inclined to think that you and the chamber of commerce 
wouldn’t be up here today. 

Mr. Bickxrorp. No, sir. 

The CHatrman. You just saw an opportunity not to build under 

Capehart but to build down there off of the installation, that is, off of 
the base, and to fix the rental as you saw fit to fix it. 

Mr. Bickrorp. Sir, I think you misunderstood me. I said I was up 
here 2 years ago opposing the 223 units. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bicxrorp. The chamber of commerce, in studying it, as you 
will see in the report I furnished you, they showed that I was wrong. 
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The Cuarrman. Do you represent the chamber of commerce today, 
or did you represent the chamber of commerce last y ear ¢ 

Mr. Bicxrorp. I did not represent it at either time, sir. 

The Cuarman. All right. You are not representing the chamber 
of commerce. 

Mr. Bickxrorp. But they went on record as showing that I was wrong 
in my opposition, and I accepted their position. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Now, then, it is this way: Last year your neighbors, the chamber of 
commerce, said you were in error in opposing the 223. 

Mr. Bicxrorp. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They say you are all right today in opposing the 
975? 

Mr. Bick Forp. Sir, the position they have taken is that they feel 
that the 275 should not be built until the effect of the other units has 
been shown. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bickxrorp. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Now, the others will come into effect in June—— 

Mr. Bickrorp. That is correct. 

The CHarrMan. (continuing) From what you have said. So you 
have always got to have planning. We don’t want to wait until June, 
because this bill won't go into effect until June. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to clear up one thing. 

In my conversation with Mr. Downing yesterday, I understood from 
him that Mr. Bickford’s testimony would represent the views of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Newport News. Now, I think we ought to 
understand whether it does this time or not. We have established it 
did not last year. 

Now, Mr. Bickford, from my conversation with Mr. Downing, I 
understood it was contemplated you would be accompanied by an of- 
ficial of the chamber of commerce. In any event, I understood from 
him that your presentation would reflect the views of the chamber of 
commerce. And I would like to know whether that is correct. 

Mr. Bicxrorp. I think that is correct, sir. 

I will read you here a letter written by the president of the chamber 
ofcommerce. It isaddressed tome. It says: 

In the spring of 1959 the Peninsula Chamber of Commerce adopted as a policy 


the special committee report on Capehart housing dated April 2, 1959, attached 
herewith. 


To my knowledge, no official action has been taken since that time to change 
our policy. 


If the oceasion arises that we are called upon by the military we will call 
our committee together to take further action. 

The CuatrmMan. Well 

Mr. Brcxrorp. So the position is as outlined in this report that I 
furnished you gentlemen. 

The CHatrman. Thank you very much, sir. 

It is a pleasure to have had the benefit of your observation with 
reference to it. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Bicxrorp. Thank you. 

(The letters presented are as follows :) 
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NEWPORT NEWS REAL ESTATE BOARD, 
Newport News, Va., February 16, 1960. 
Mr. MEREDITH W. ABBITT, 
President, Home Builders Association of the Virginia Peninsula, Inc., 
Newport News, Va. 

DeaR Mr. Assirr: The Newport News Real Estate Board urges that further 
additional construction of Capehart military housing units be deferred pending 
the determination of the impact of the new military housing units which have 
already been approved. 

It is the understanding of this board that Fort Eustis has requested 277 
units which will be considered for approval under H.R. 10220. In view of 
the fact that there already has been 223 units approved for Fort Eustis for 
which construction has not been started and further that there are 500 units 
now reaching the completion stage at Langley Field, it seems that the jeopardy 
to which these units could place our local house economy is indeed considerable. 
I have been informed today that the available rental housing on the peninsula, 
according to a telephone survey made February 16, 1960, has shown considerable 
more satisfactory units available than during the period in which the previous 
223 Capehart units were considered and approved. 

We recommend that the military authorities give serious consideration to 
the local economy before a new request of 277 units are considered a necessity. 

Respectfully, 
Harry H. (unreadable), 
President. 


PENINSULA CHAMBER OF COM MERCE, 
Newport News, Va., February 16, 1960. 
Mr. Paut R. BICKFORD, 
J. V. Bickford, Inc., Hampton, Va. 

DeaR Pav: In the spring of 1959 the Peninsula Chamber of Commerce 
adopted as a policy the special committee report on Capehart housing dated 
April 2, 1959, attached herewith. 

To my knowledge, no official action has been taken since that time to change 
our policy. 

If the occasion arises that we are called upon by the military we will call 
our committee together to take further action. 

Sincerely yours, 
W.R. VAN BUREN, Jr., 
President. 





VIRGINIA PENINSULA ASSOCIATION OF COMMERCE, 
Newport News, Va., April 2, 1959. 
Mr. LyNwoop BARTON, 
Home Builders Association, 
Newport News, Va. 

DEAR Mr. BARTON: Enclosed is a copy of the “Report of the Peninsula Cham- 
ber of Commerce's Special Committee on Fort Eustis Housing.” 

The committee recomends that approval be given by Congress for the 223 units 
scheduled in the current Defense Department budget for Fort Eustis. It urges, 
however, that further additional construction be deferred pending the deter- 
mination of the impact of the new military housing units which will be available 
at Fort Eustis, Langley Field, and the Naval Weapons Station, together with 
the current cutback of military personnel, on the economy of the lower Virginia 
Peninsula. 

We also recommend that the FHA withhold its new commitment for 277 units 
until further studies can be made as to the proper scheduling of additional mili- 
tary units at Fort Eustis. 

This committee further recommends that the Peninsula Chamber of Commerce 
establish a permanent committee on military housing to cooperate with Defense 
Department officials in fulfilling their on-post and on-base housing needs with 
minimum damage to the civilian community. 

Very truly yours, 


IRVIN REID, 
Chairman, Special Committee on Fort Eustis Housing. 
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REPORT OF THE PENINSULA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE’S SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON 
Forr Eustis Housine 


The Peninsula Chamber of Commerce was requested by Mayor O. J. Britting- 
ham, Jr. of the city of Newport News and Maj. Norman H. Vissering, commanding 
general of the U.S. Army Transportation Training Command at Fort Eustis, to 
appoint a special committee to investigate the housing requirements of the Army 
at Fort Eustis in relation to their impact upon the civilian community. Pur- 
suant to this request, the president of the chamber appointed a special committee 
consisting of Mr. Irvin Reid, president of the Citizens Marine Jefferson Bank, as 
chairman; C. K. Hutchens, Sr., Joe L. Pinnell, J. A. Daniels, C. C. Jett, L. A. 
MeMurran, Jr., and C. D. West, Jr. 

The committee has met with General Vissering and members of his staff and 
with a special committee of the Peninsula Home Builders Association. With the 
cooperation of both the Army and the Home Builders and other sources of in- 
formation, we have attempted to collect the pertinent facts as to existing vacan- 
cies in rental housing available to personnel at Fort Eustis within the cities of 
Newport News and Hampton. 

The committee, from the beginning, has recognized the fact that the construc- 
tion of permanent housing at Eustis is essential to the proper development of that 
post as an efficient military installation. We have assumed, however, that Army 
policy and the public policy of the United States dictates that this development 
be accomplished with a minimum adverse impact on the local economy. 

We have been informed by the Army that the current budget of the Defense 
Department has made allowance for the construction of 223 Capehart units at 
Fort Eustis. We have been further informed that 133 existing substandard units 
located at Fort Eustis will be demolished simultaneously with the completion 
of the 223 new units, thus creating a net of 90 new units at Fort Eustis. In 
addition to these units, we have been informed that there are currently 30 vacant 
Wherry units at Fort Eustis now under repair. When these repairs are completed, 
these will give a net of 120 new units to be filled with new tenants at Eustis. 

We have also been informed by the Naval Weapons Station that there are 
66 vacant Wherry units at the Skiff’s Creek housing project of the Naval 
Weapons Station now vacant and under repair. This creates a total of 186 
prospective military housing units for which new tenants must be found within 
the next 2 years. 

We find that there are 3,001 rental units of a satisfactory standard within 
the city of Newport News of which 165 units, or 5.5 percent are now vacant. If 
the 186 prospective military tenants for the additional new Fort Eustis and 
Naval Weapons Station housing units are drawn from these rental units within 
the city of Newport News, it will create a totai of 351 rental vacancies, or 11.7 
percent of the 3,001 units available. In addition to these units, we find that 
there are 39 vacancies, or 10 percent, out of 400 privately owned rental units, 
which the committee would classify as substandard. 

We also find that there are 173 vacancies, or 4 percent out of 4,283 publicly 
owned units, which the committee would classify as substandard. All of these 
vacancies are in the Ferguson Park housing project and represent a 15 percent 
vacancy in this project. 

These substandard units are reasonable in rent for those who desire to rent 
them. 

The committee finds that in Hampton, there are currently 141 vacancies, or 
5.7 percent, out of 2,468 privately owned rental units of a satisfactory standard. 
We also feel that it is pertinent to point out that 500 new Capehart units are 
currently being built by Langley Field and that simultaneously with the comple- 
tion of these units, 200 substandard Air Force units at Langley View will be 
demolished, leaving a net of 300 new military housing units to be filled in 
Hampton. If these 300 units are added to the 141 existing vacancies in the city 
of Hampton, we assume that there will be 441 vacancies, or 18 percent, out of 2,468 
rental units in the city of Hampton. If we combine the total projected vacancies 
in privately owned housing of a satisfactory standard within the cities of New- 
port News and Hampton, we project 792 vacancies, or 14.5 percent, out of 5,469 
units available for the two cities. 

The committee recommends that the Department of Defense rigidly adhere to 
the announced policy of demolishing the 133 substandard units at Fort Eustis 
and the 200 substandard units at Langley View simultaneously with the com- 
pletion of the presently scheduled Capehart Housing projects at Fort Eustis and 
Langley Field. 
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It is impossible for the committee to estimate how many of the projected 
vacancies will be absorbed by the normal growth of the Peninsula community 
or how many additional vacancies might be created as a result of the present 
economy program of the national administration, that the community can well 
afford to endorse the construction of the 223 units presently scheduled which 
will result in 90 additional units at Fort Eustis, or 120 new units when the 30 
units now under renovation are ready for occupancy. 

It is our understanding that the Federal Housing Administration has ap- 
proved commitments for 227 additional permanent units at Fort Eustis when- 
ever the Department of Defense schedules them for construction and secures 
congressional approval. 

We feel that it is very unwise for the Federal Housing Administration to 
commit itself to 227 additional units at this time pending clarification of the 
effect on the local economy of the 300 new Capehart units at Langley Field, the 
66 renovated units at the Naval Weapons Station, together with the 120 net 
units at Fort Eustis, or a total of 486 military units for which tenants must be 
found within the next 2 years, and the as yet undetermined effect of the reduc- 
tion of military personnel. 

We strongly urge that the Federal Housing Administration withdraw its 
approval pending a determination of these facts and that the Defense Depart- 
ment restudy its schedule for housing units at Eustis in addition to the 223 new 
units, taking these facts into consideration. 

If the 277 units now approved by FHA for insurance commitments were to be 
immediately built, 628 vacancies could develop in rental housing projects within 
the city of Newport News. This would represent 20.9 percent of the 3,001 rental 
units available, which are considered of a satisfactory standard by this com- 
mittee. The 277 units could increase the rental vacancies in the two cities— 
Newport News and Hampton—to 1,069, or 19.5 percent of the 5,469 units of a 
satisfactory standard now available. 

The committee hopes that the expanding economy of the lower peninsula will 
rapidly absorb all of the current vacancies, as well as the vacancies expected to 
he created by the new military housing, so that it will be possible for the civilian 
community to cooperate with the Defense Department in urging congressional 
approval for all the additional on-post and on-base housing deemed necessary 
by the Defense Department. 

Nearly all the available rental housing on the peninsula enjoys the benefit of 
Government-insured financing and any defaults in the mortgages on these 
properties will fall upon the FHA and other Government financing and insuring 
agencies, and will also seriously affect all phases of the local economy. 

The committee hopes that its findings and recommendations will be of help 
to the Army in securing final approval of Congress for the construction of the 
223 units now in the current budget for Eustis. We were somewhat aggrieved 
to learn from the Peninsula Home Builders that a hearing has already been held 
on this phase of the budget before the appropriate subcommittee of the House 
Committee on Military Affairs, and we were surprised that in view of this com- 
mittee’s activities at the request of the Army, that it was not notified that such 
a hearing was taking place. 





U.S. ArMy TRANSPORTATION TRAINING COMMAND, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMANDING GENERAL, 
Fort Eustis, Va., April 3, 1959. 
Mr. Irvin REI, 
Virginia Peninsula Association of Commerce, 
Yeirport News, Va. 

Dear Mr. Rerp: I am very happy to note that the Special Committee on Fort 
Eustis Housing has gone along with our request to construct 228 Capehart units 
this vear. 

We fully appreciate the concern of the committee regarding the effect of any 
new construction here at Fort Eustis or any possible reductions in troop strength 
on the overall rental market within the peninsula. I suggest that we have 
another look at the situation in the fall or as soon as it is necessary to program 
construction for the fiscal year 1961. It may be necessary to program something 
for 1961 fairly soon, but it is always easy to delete something from a program. 

In order to clarify the record, which might indicate that I had gone around the 
committee, this command had no knowledge that the construction of this year’s 
units was to be considered by the House Committee on Military Affairs. 
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I am very grateful to you and all of the members of the committee for the 
understanding manner in which they approached this problem, and the time 
which they have given from their personal affairs. 
Sincerely, 
N. H. VISSERING, 
Major General, USA, Commanding. 

The Cuarrman. Members of the committee, we will now take the 
Navy. 

The first witness is our new Secretary, Secretary Milne. 

Mr. Secretary, will you please come around ? 

Now, Mr. Secretary, you are in charge of the Material Branch of 
the Navy. The committee will be glad to have you submit any 
observation you desire to do so in regard to the Navy section of the 
public works bill. 

Secretary Mitne. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
I am Cecil P. Milne, Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Material. 

I am happy to be here today to open the Department of the Navy’s 
presentation of its fiscal year 1961 military construction authorization 
program. 

In title II of the bill before you, we are requesting $120,351,000 in 
new authorization for specific line items of construction. 

We are also asking for $17,500,000 to construct facilities to meet 
emergency requirements; permission to build 3,790 units of Capehart 
family housing; and increases in authorizations for previously au- 
thorized projects totaling $25,800,000. 

As to this last figure, I would like to draw your attention to the 
fact that the large amount is caused by increased costs associated 
with two major projects; namely, the huge research antenna at the 
Sugar Grove, W. Va., installation and the complex antenna facilities 
at the Washington County, Maine, radio station. 

I will address my remarks to the general objectives we seek and 
the policy we follow with respect to military construction. 

Admiral Wilson, Admiral Chew, and other departmental repre- 
sentatives are here and will discuss in detail the program for which 
we ask the approval of the committee. 

This is the smallest program in recent years and reflects the policy 
of the Department to allocate available resources in such a way as 
to enable the maximum use of funds for the procurement of military 
hardware. The small size of the program is evidence, I believe, that 
this is a tight program; one which has been carefully reviewed and 
which represents our minimum requirement. 

A major objective of our management of the shore establishment 
is to constantly seek methods to improve our performance. We have 
increased our efforts in this regard and have, in the past year, insti- 
tuted several important new techniques. At the same time, we con- 
tinue to conduct reviews of the Shore Establishment in an effort to 
effect realistic reductions and consolidations of activities, consistent 
with the need to support the fleet. 

As an illustration of our improved management, the Office of the 
Chief of Naval Operations has recently issued a 5-year plan for the 
worldwide Shore Establishment. This effort is a big step forward 
in our planning of facility requirements. We are optimistic that, as 
we learn to use the improved planning tools that are being developed, 
we can make better and more realistic decisions in regard to the 
Shore Establishment. 
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Another management tool, recently developed is a technique of 
reviewing assets and requirements within a given geographical com- 
plex. This is called the multiple activity master plan, and we are 
using this to achieve better utilization of our facilities by the consoli- 
dation of the requirements of neighboring activities and by a cross- 
utilization of existing facilities among the various Bureau field opera- 
tions. This, too, we believe will help us in improving the effective 
management of the Shore Establishment. 

Still another concept, which is currently being implemented, is the 
installation of public works centers at various naval complexes. The 
plan is to centralize all public works functions under one control, thus 
eliminating the necessity for numerous, smaller, similar organiza- 
tions within the same area. These centers will have the overall 
responsibility for the maintenance of our facilities. Through this 
centralization, we believe that we can better control maintenance as 
well as achieve more results for the dollars spent in such effort. Such 
consolidations are not novel, but I do believe that they are illustrative 
of the management techniques which we are introducing throughout 
the Shore Establishment. The continuing introduction of such im- 
proved techniques is the only way we can realistically meet our 
urgent requirements and, at the same time, hold our military con- 
struction program to a modest level. 

Turning to the construction program itself, I would like to high- 
light a few areas. 

First, the program contains little which reflects new missions. It 
does contain funds for the continuation of efforts to support the 
Polaris and Pacific Missile Range programs. 

In addition, we are continuing the completion of such installa- 
tions as the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, at Meridian, Miss., the 
Naval Air Station at Lemoore, Calif., and the Naval Station at May- 
port, Fla. 

We are also requesting funds to establish a permanent naval sta- 
tion in the Washington, D.C., area to replace the current inadequate 
facilities. This requirement has been one of long standing and has 
now reached the point where the Navy must seek a solution. Related 
to this porblem is the future utilization of the Naval Air Station, 
Anacostia. We plan to locate the proposed station on a portion of 
the old air station, thereby utilizing usable buildings and facilities, 
resulting in savings to the Government. 

A significant effort is being devoted to research, antisubmarine war- 
fare, and communications facilities. You will note that we are 
requesting items at Fort Miles, Del., to support oceanographic work ; 
you will also note that we are requesting a new research building for 
the Underwater Sound Laboratory, New London, Conn., as well as a 
new astrometric telescope facility at Flagstaff, Ariz. We are also 
requesting within this tight program a nuclear submarine pier at San 
Diego as well as various other fleet support facilities. 

A particular item of interest is a $6 million request to embark upon 
a program for the complete rehabilitation of Bancroft Hall at the 
Naval Academy. This item has been postponed over past years but 
has now reached the point where it has become quite urgent. 

I would like to comment briefly on a matter which has been of spe- 
cial interest to the committee in the past. 
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This concerns the subsidence problem at the Long Beach Naval 
Shipyard. We have recently received substantial evidence that. the 
subsidence has been arrested as a result of the repressurization efforts 
currently underway in that area. However, the Secretary has not as 
yet made a determination as authorized by Public Law 685 of the 
85th Congress, approved August 20, 1958, as to whether sufficient action 
has been taken or arrangements made to arrest further subsidence of 
the shipyard. We are deferring such determination until we have 
satisfied ourselves that we can obtain the maximum legal safeguards 
for the protection of the shipyard against any recurrence of the sub- 
sidence. We are actively pursuing this matter and are hopeful of con- 
cluding it in the not too distant future. We will be happy to report 
to the committee as soon as we have made our final decision. 

Another aspect of our Shore Establishment, which has been of par- 
ticular interest to the committee in the past, is the subject of family 
housing. 

We recognize the importance of housing to our personnel, but 
believe that it must be placed in proper relationship and balance with 
other military requirements. Most of our current housing is being 
built under the Capehart Act, funded by mortgages of at least 25 
years, which must be paid for by future Navy appropriations, Also, 
such additions to our housing inventory increase the demands on our 
operating and maintenance funds. Bearing this in mind, as well as the 
fact that technological advances have caused and will cause changes in 
the Shore Establishment, the Navy has been prudent and conserva- 
tive in programing additional housing. We are continuing the policy 
of requesting housing only in areas where there is a minimum of com- 
munity support in relation to the size of the housing requirement. 

It has been obvious to me and my predecessors “that housing is 
not only an important morale factor but also a subject of great 
interest to the Congress and Department. officials. When the cur- 
rently authorized fiscal year 1960 housing program is complete, the 
Navy will have in excess of 103,000 housing units. The upkeep of 
these units represents an appreciable charge annually against our 
operation and maintenance appropriations. This is particularly sig- 
nificant when it is realized that funds used for this purpose, while 
important, do reduce the potential funds available for more direct 
contributions to the operation of the fleet. To control] this situation 
more effectively, we are preparing a plan to establish a central family 
housing organization for the Navy i in order to achieve the advantages, 
accountability, and economies of private cor porate management prac- 
tices. This organization will probably be in the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, and it will have the responsibility and authority for effec- 
tive and economic management of all Navy family housing. This 
approach necessitates the application of uniform standards of main- 
tenance, as well as proper utilization and disposition of all housing 
assets—the success of which will be dependent upon specific ap- 
propriated funds, 

Finally, I would like to comment on our efforts in the management 
of real property. 

We have improved the procedures for reviewing our need for 
continued utilization of existing assets and have shortened the dis- 
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posal process. For example, the streamlining of our procedures has 
made it. possible during the past calendar year to report, as excess 
to our requirements, properties having an acquisition cost of approx1- 
mately $453 million. As another illustration of our continuing efforts 
in this area, we have recently completed a joint survey with the 
Department of Defense of our landholdings in the State of Hawaii. 
We have determined that we will be able to release in the near future 
significant acreage for which we no longer have a requirement. Such 
efforts will continue throughout the entire Shore Establishment. 

I wish to thank you for the privilege of appearing before this 
committee, 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr, Secretary. 

Now, members of the committee, I desire to particularly call your 
attention to that portion of his statement with reference to: 

We are also requesting funds to establish a permanent naval station in the 
Washington, D.C., area. 

Now, when Admiral Wilson and Admiral Chew testify and we 
reach that part of the bill, I certainly trust that we will develop fully 
what. the plans are. 

I want the committee to thoroughly understand what we are doing 
if we authorize this new establishment in the Washington area, where 
it is going to be located. 

Now, thank you very much. 

Are there any questions of the Secretary ? 

Mr. Gavry. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. On page 6, Mr. Secretary— 

Let me read this over. 

You state: 

I would like to comment briefly on a matter which has been of special 
interest to the committee in the past. This concerns the subsidence problem 
at the Long Beach Naval Shipyard. We have recently received substantial 
evidence that the subsidence has been arrested as a result of the repressuriza- 
tion efforts currently underway in that area. 

Then you goon: 

However, the Secretary has not as yet made a determination as authorized 
by the Public Law 685 of the 85th Congress, approved August 20, 1958, as to 
whether sufficient action has been taken or arrangements made to arrest 
further subsidence of the shipyard. We are deferring such determination until 
we have satisfied ourselves that we can obtain the maximum legal safeguards 
for the protection of the shipyard against any recurrence of subsidence. We 
are actively pursuing the matter and are hopeful of concluding it in the not too 
distant future. We will be happy to report to the committee as soon as we have 
made our final action. 

Well, you indicate—that evidence has indicated that possibly 
you are securing some results, and then you go on and you indicate 
that you don’t know whether you are satisfied with the results that 
you have obtained, on the money we have invested to bring about 
the correction of this condition. 

What are the facts?) What is the situation ? 

Secretary Mitne. Well, this may 





Mr. Gavin. Then you talk about, while we are on it, legal 
safeguards. 

How are you going to correct this condition that exists there with 
any legal safeguards? What do you mean by that? 
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Secretary Mixne. I will be glad to explain that, Mr. Gavin, and 
perhaps the statement does not 

Mr. Gavin. Just aminute. I can’t hear you. 

The Cuamman. Let there be order, members. 

Secretary Mitne. I will be happy to explain that, Mr. Gavin. 

The problem there falls into two parts: First is the physical prob- 
lem of getting sufficient repressurization to stop the subsidence. The 
second is a very definite legal one, because the Navy requires some 
legal guarantees that once the Secretary has made this determination, 
we go ahead to put additional money into the shipyard, and somebody 
won't turn off the water. 

The Bureau of Ships made a survey in December. Admiral James 
went out there himself. He met with the people on our side, that is, 
the Assistant Counsel to the Department of Justice and _ his 
consultants. 

He then met with the companies who were involved in this repressur- 
ization, along with the city. 

Mr. Franke felt that that was—he felt that it was very encouraging, 
but before he made this determination, he wanted someone to take 
another look. So he asked me to go out there with our General Coun- 
sel, Mr. vom Baur. We went out on the 15th of January, and we 
reviewed the same thing. We had a meeting with the representative 
of the Department of Justice, and his consultants. We then met with 
the city and their various departments, and we had a final meeting with 
the companies involved. 

Now, on the physical side, the evidence is pretty clear that this re- 
pressurization, when it is fully in effect, will stop the subsidence. At 
the present time they are pumping in about 430,000 barrels of water 
a day. The plants are in place and operating. I saw them. By 
June or July they will be pumping around 900,000 barrels of water a 
day. And the judgment of our consultants is that by the time that is 
accomplished, about June, the subsidence will stop. 

But on the other hand, we have the legal situation. And what we 
have proposed to the city: The city had several resolutions of the 
various city councils, of their oil conservation group, of their harbor 
commission, and we have asked the city, and the city has agreed, if 
they can, under the constitution of the State of California, that they 
will give us an undertaking, a one-sided contract, if you like 

Mr. Gavin. Just a minute. I can’t hear, Mr. Chairman. 

Secretary Miinr. That they will continue the repressurization as 
long as it may be necessary. 

Mr. Gavin. Would you repeat that? I couldn’t hear you. And I 
am anxious to hear what you are saying. 

Secretary Minne. Well 

Mr. Gavin. Go on with the repressurization. What results—you 
started to say there what results—— 

Secretary Mitne. Well, the subsidence is slowing down, definitely. 
We think by this summer, when the 900,000 barrels a day, approxi- 
mately, are being pumped in, that it will cease completely. 

But on the legal situation, we need some assurance that people are 
going to continue to pump this water, perhaps forever. We don’t 
know. And so we suggested to the city, and they agreed, if it is within 
their powers under the constitution of the State of California, to give 
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us an understanding that they will continue this long as it may be 
necessary. And it will certainly be for many years. 

The second part of the legal thing is that the companies and the 
city have to enter into what they call repressurization agreements 
under which they divide the oil that is taken out of various areas. 
Those agreements have all been approved in principle. The agree- 
ments were in the printer’s hands when we were there on January 15. 

But we feel that before the Secretary makes the determination, he 
should first get this agreement from the city, if it is ultravires—not 
ultravires, but within their powers, and then that these unitization 
agreements should be finalized and signed by all of the companies 
involved. 

Mr. Gavin. That they will continue to pressurize this area? 

Secretary Minne. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. And you have not gotten those agreements yet ? 

Secretary MILNE. Some of them are signed now, Mr. Gavin, but they 
are not all completed. 

Mr. Gavin. How much money have we actually pumped into this 
particular project, or how much money have we actually put into this 
particular project up to date? 

Secretary Mitne. Well, we have put nothing into the repressuri- 
zation. 

The Cuatrman. How much money has been spent at the shipyard ¢ 

Secretary Mitne. Admiral Chew can answer that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral Chew. 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrMan. $21 million. 

Mr. Gavin. $21 million. 

Mr. Ketiexer. Not on the shipyard, Mr. Chairman. That is the 
amount that has been spent for protective works. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Retaining walls, and so forth. 

Mr. Keviener. Right. 

The CHatrmMan. How much have you spent on the whole shipyard / 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Mr. Chairman, let’s get this $21 million explained. 

Admiral Cuew. The plant account of the shipyard is around $70 
million-plus. 

Mr. VAN Zanpr. Plant account ¢ 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN Zanpr. That isa capital investment / 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. We have spent $21 million to support that $70 
million capital investment through the construction of retaining walls, 
and so forth, as a result of this subsidence; isn’t that correct? 

Admiral Cuew. I can give you a detailed breakdown, Mr. Van 
Zandt. 

Tn 1949, $1,500,000, approximately ; in 1950, $1,200,000; in 1951 and 
1952, approximately $1 million; in 1953, $54,000; in 1954, $184,000; 
in 1955 and 1956, approximately $1 million; and so from 1949 to 1956, 
approximately $5 million was spent. 

Now, the present authorization in °57, $5,700,000; that was author- 
ized, and approximately all of that was funded: In 1958, $2 million 
was authorized and funded; in 1958, $1,500,000 was authorized and 
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funded ; in 1959, $6 million was authorized, and $500,000, only funded; 
and in 1960, $500,000 was authorized and funded. 

Those last two were for protective measures until the final deter- 
mination had been made. 

Mr. Gavin. Against the subsidence of the property ? 

Admiral Curw. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. In other words, we have spent $21 million to protect 
an investment of how much, $70 million ? 

The CuarrMan. $60 million. 

Mr. Gavin. $60 million. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. $70 million. 

Admiral Curw. My figures are—— 

Mr. Gavryn. What is the total investment we have there, $70 
million ? 

Admiral Curw. $70 million is the total investment. 

Mr. Gavin. So we spent $21 million to protect $70 million, and we 
have no assurance as to whether or not satisfactory results have been 
obtained and this subsidence is discontinuing. You think it is, but 
whether the water is getting away down underneath, you don’t know 
and I don’t know, and nobody else knows. And we might be able to 
put 400,000 gallons and 900,000 gallons, but you are of the opinion, 
and those experts that have examined it are of the opinion that you 
have stopped the subsidence now, but you are not definitely sure that 
it has actually stopped. 

Now, let me - you this: Have you requested any appropriation 
for fiscal year 1961 to continue this work of protection ¢ 

Secretary Mitne. No. 

Let me explain that, Mr. Gavin. 

The $6 million that was authorized, that Admiral Chew mentioned, 
is impounded, and only $500,000 was permitted to be spent, until the 
Secretary makes this determination we are talking about. 

Mr. Gavin. All right. 

Then we have $5,500,000 that is authorized but unexpended. 

I am asking you now: Have you made any request for an additional 
appropriation for fiscal 1961 ? 

dmiral Curew. There is no money in this present bill for remedial 
measures, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Then all of your money, this $5,500,000, is impounded 
until the Secretary reaches a decision. Now, when is he going to 
reach a decision ? 

Secretary Mitne. I would think within the next 2 months, per- 
haps less than that, Mr. Gavin. 

Then there is another point that is important, I think, and that is, 
we have a suit pending against the city and all of these companies, 
and they are big, important companies, and our counsel there, the 
Department of Justice, are satisfied that we are going to get substan- 
tial sums in damages. 

Now, it will probably be by settlement out of court, but certainly 
we are going to get a substantial return against this money we have 
spent in protective measures. 

Mr. Conetan. What is the complaint against—— 

Excuse me, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Is there any thought of any future construction proj- 
ects at this base ? 
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Secretary Mine. Not in the sense of enlarging the shipyard. 

Mr. Gavin. That is what I mean. 

Secretary Mitne. No, but there will probably be more money 
needed in future years to complete the protective business. 

Mr. Counetan. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Dorie. Mr. Chairman, may I make a remark at this point? 

Mr. Gavin. I yield to Mr. Cohelan. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Cohelan. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Secretary, what is the nature of the complaint 
that has to be determined legally ? 

Secretary Mitnz. The omnaiinind is that withdrawing the oil from 
under this shelf has permitted the subsidence. 

Now, naturally, none of the companies or their counsel will admit 
that that is so, because this suit is pending. But the fact is that they 
are spending, I think it is something like $14 million that has been 
put into this repressurization. Now, it is hardly conceivable they 
would spend that kind of money of their own if in fact the two things 
weren’t connected up. 

Mr. Gavin. It is true, Mr. Secretary, they are still continuing to 
withdraw the oil from underneath the base, is that right ? 

Secretary Mitne. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. How much are they withdrawing, of oil and water, 
from underneath the base daily ? 

Secretary Mixne. I can’t give you that figure from memory, but 
they are drawing less oil than they are putting in in the way of water. 

Mr. Gavin. You are withdrawing it and you are pumping it in and 
you are hoping it is going to hold? 

Secretary Minne. That is right. But we have positive evidence, 
Mr. Gavin, that the rate of subsidence has slowed down. They take 
surveys every month, and where it was subsiding at the rate of some- 
thing like a foot a year, in certain areas it has stopped completely 
and in others it is down to a tenth of a foot a year. 

The CuatrmMan. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, I just want to make this comment. 

The CHatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. We have a $70 million investment there. We paid $21 
million—or we have $5,500,000 that has been authorized but unex- 
pended, to protect our investment, and the question is whether or not 
it is the policy to continue this project at this particular point. 

The Cuatrman. Just let the Secretary pass on that when he gets 
around to it, and then he will advise the committee. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Doyte. Mr. Chairman, may I make a remark at this point? 

The Cuarman. Let’s don’t go into it. 

Mr. Doyte. Just for a minute. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the fact that while this 
yard is not now in my congressional district, it was for many years. 
And Public Law 685, Mr. Chairman—I will call the attention of this 
committee—was no doubt enacted by this Congress as a result of the 
report of the special committee which you sent to California. I had 
the pleasure of acting as chairman of that subcommittee, and it was 
our recommendations, under Public Law 685, that no more than 
$500,000 be expended until the Secretary of the Navy could make the 
finding which is referred to in this paragraph. 
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I wish to say that again a few months ago I was there myself and 
made at least a brief inspection. There is no question in my mind but 
that the city, the State and all the companies concerned are going ahead 
promptly and in good faith. 

I make this statement in view of the fact that the Navy continues 
to certify that this yard is necessary for the protection and assistance 
of the feet afloat. 

The CuHarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Doyle. 

Now, members of the committee, any further questions of the 
Secretary / 

Mr. Kowarskr. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kowalski. 

Mr. Kowatskt. Mr. Secretary, I am very pleased that on page 8 of 
your statement you say you are preparing a plan to establish a central 
family housing organization. 

Does you flan contemplate an industrial type of revolving fund 
which will be self-sustaining ? 

Secretary Mitne. Have we got that firmed up yet, Rollo? 

Admiral Wirson. Not actually. 

Secretary Mitne. We haven’t gotten quite that far yet, Mr. Ko- 
walski ? 

The Cuarman. All he has reference to, as I interpreted it, was to 
have it all considered 

Mr. Kowatsxt. Yes. 

The Cratrman. By one agency, instead of having it branched out 
by different agencies. 

Mr. Kowauskt. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Some of the problems that Mr. Hardy raised yesterday, for example, 
on costs, could be resolved if you had a revolving type of fund which 
was self-sustaining. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you 

Secretary Mitne. This management agency we are talking about, 
Mr. Kowalski, is to manage the houses after they are built. 

The Cratrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Stratton. 

Mr. Srratron. Mr. Chairman, perhaps the Secretary has com 
mented on this already : 

On page 5, with regard to the naval air station in Washington, D.C., 
the permanent naval station—I assume by that you meant Andrews 
Field. But you say there is a plan to locate the proposed station on a 
portion of Anacostia. 

What do we have in mind there ? 

The Cratrman. I thought, Mr. Stratton, when we reached that item 
in the bill, as I stated, we will have a full explanation and a complete 
statement with regard to it. 

Mr. Srrattron. All right. 

The Crarrmayn. It will be right in connection with the $15 million. 

It is a very important subject, one of the most important subjects 
in the bill. 

Mr. Srratron. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Now, members of the committee, the next witness is Admiral Wilson, 


and Admiral Chew. 
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Now, who is going to present the bill, Admiral Chew or Admiral 
Wilson ¢ 

Admiral Witson. I have astatement, Mr. Chairman, 

The CuatrMan. What ? 

Admiral Wirson. I havea statement. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Admiral Wilson, we will be glad to have your statement. 

Admiral Witson. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee; it 
isa privilege to appear again before this committee. 

My purpose here today is to present to you briefly the basis of the 
requirements for the Navy’s military construction program for the 
next fiscal year. 

The Navy is making steady progress in modernizing the operating 
forces. In this modernization program we are procuring up-to-date 
high-performance aircraft; powerful new surface ships; nuclear- 
powered submarines; guided missiles, faster, more efficient communi- 
‘ations ; and other advanced equipment. 

The Naval Shore Establishment must provide the essential backup 
support for our mobile, combat-ready operating forces. In order 
to keep abreast of the advancements in our fleet, we must likewise 
modernize our shore facilities to make them capable of rendering 
adequate support. Complete modernization is our goal. Much has 
been done to reach it. Much more remains to be done. 

The magnitude of the requirements is considerable. But in a budget 
balanced among Navy needs, the amount which can be applied to mili- 
tary construction is relatively small. This requires us to be most criti- 
cal in selecting only the most urgent projects to be included in the 
small, ange Mess program. In order to develop a balanced pro- 
gram we have classified our urgent projects into several categories, all 
of which are recognized to a varying degree in the final program. 
These categories are : 

1. Safety: This includes only those line items which are urgently 
required to provide for the safety of personnel and safe operation of 
aircraft and ships. 

Typical examples of line items in this group are the improvement 
of runway at the Marine Corps air facility at Iwakuni, Japan; optical 
landing systems at several air stations; and improvements to the 
berthing pier at the Naval Submarine Base, New London. 

2. Support of new weapons systems: 

This includes shore facilities required on a phased time basis to 
complete the development and provide training and operational sup- 
port for new weapons systems. In this group are such projects as the 
Polaris submarine overhaul facility at Charleston; and the tactical 
support team facility at the Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station at 
Yuma. 

3. Support of research and development: Included here are only 
those new or expanded facilities to support research and development 
projects needed now in order to progress toward future readiness. 
Before any such line item was inchuiied in the program, we first de- 


termined that no existing facility could be reasonably adapted to 
meet the requirement or that the function of the proposed facility 
would not unnecessarily duplicate that which could be performed in 
other facilities available to the Navy. The inertial guidance test 
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facility at the Naval Air Development Center, Johnsville, is a typical 
example of a line item in this category. 

_ 4. Direct support for fleet operations: This group includes urgent 
items required to support fleet operations or to meet approved 
operational dates for new strategic requirements. 

Representative line items in this category are the pier for nuclear- 

owered submarines at San Diego and several communication facilities 
on program for various stations inside and outside the United 

5. Development of new activities to a fully operating status: Line 
items in this category are required for the development of new activi- 
ties by appropriate increments in successive years to meet planned 
operational readiness dates. 

Two major examples of items in this group are the line items for 
operational facilities to be constructed at the Naval Air Station, 
Lemoore, Calif., and at the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian. 

6. Replacement, repair, relocation of existing facilities: to qualify 
for inclusion in this category, line items must be for replacement, re- 
pair or relocation of those facilities which are in an advanced state of 
deterioration, insanitary, undercapacity, or whose cost of maintenance 
is exorbitantly high. 

Several examples of line items in the program which fall in this 
category are the oceanographic facilities at the Naval Facility, Fort 
Miles, Del., the dispensary facilities for the Naval Supply Corps 
School at Athens, a.; and rehabilitation of Bancroft ail at the 
Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md. 

To partially meet our deficiency in family housing we are also 
presenting a program for Capehart housing at several locations where 
the need is most critical. Unless the Capehart law is extended, 
this is our last opportunity to benefit from this progressive legislation. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I assure you that this program is a 
balanced minimum. Every line item in it is needed to fulfill an urgent 
requirement. No other program in the whole Navy budget has been 
subjected to a more thorough, searching and critical review than this 
one for military construction. 

I am prepared to furnish you additional information if you so 
desire, or to answer your questions. 

Rear Admiral Chew is here to outline the details of the require- 
ments at naval activities. 

Major General Allen will provide similar data with regard to the 
activities of the Marine Corps ground forces. 

Rear Admiral Peltier, Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 
will report to you on the status of military construction. 

Thank you. 

The Cuairman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 

Mr. Conextan. Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. Now, the next witness is Admiral Chew. 

Mr. Coneian. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Cohelan. 

Mr. Conetan. May I ask a question, please? 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coneran. Admiral, in connection with the reactivation of the 
naval air station at Lemoore, Calif., what are the plans for Moffett 
Field by way of reducing the establishment ? 
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Admiral Witson. Well, Lemoore, of course, will take a great deal of 
the load off Moffett Field in the high-performance jet aircraft area. 

Lemoore is intended as a base for carrier air groups, primarily, 
the real high-performance combat aircraft. 

Mr. Cone.an. But are there any plans to reduce the establishment 
at Moffett ? 

Admiral Witson. Well, the jet activities will normally shift to 
Lemoore. 

Mr. Conetan. To that extent, it will be reduced and no more? Can 
I assume it won’t be any more than that? 

Admiral Witson. I can’t say that for sure, sir. 

Mr. Coneian. Thank you. 

Admiral Wizson. As we go along with this, we will have to 
evaluate it. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 

Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. Admiral Wilson, how much is your carryover from 
prior appropriations and authorizations for your type of operations? 

Admiral Wizson. Can you give that ? 

Admiral Cuew. I think—— 

Admiral Prxtrer. $75 million will be our carryover, Mr. Durham, 
at the end of this fiscal year, and about—less than $30 million at the 
end of 1961. 

Mr. Duruam. Is it authorization or appropriation? 

Admiral Pettrer. Authorization. 

Mr. Duruam. Authorization. 

Admiral Prxrimr. In other words, we practically wipe out all of 
our authorization. 

Mr. Durnam. You don’t carry over any appropriated funds, is that 
correct ? 

Admiral Petrrer. No,sir. That is all committed. 

Mr. Durnam. All committed ? 

Admiral Peirier. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Now, Admiral Chew, will you come around here? Push around 
there so you can face the committee. You are sort of sitting on the 
side. 

Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Now, Members, this is Admiral Chew. The last time, last year, 
when the admiral appeared before the committee, he was a captain. 
He presented his bill in such a forceful manner, I see now he is an 
admiral. [Laughter.] 

I also want to state to you that I had the honor, about 35 or 40 years 
ago, of appointing him to the Naval Academy from Augusta, Ga. 

Admiral, I am proud with the great progress you have made. 

You may proceed. 

Admiral Cuew. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

It is a pleasure to testify again before this committee on the Navy’s 
military construction authorization program. k ; 

The amount proposed in the fiscal year 1961 program in sections 
201 and 202 of the bill, for authorization of specific projects, is 
$120,351,000. This figure includes $94,466,000 for stations inside the 
United States, and $25,885,000 for overseas stations. 
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The program also includes in section 203, $17,500,000 for authori- 
zation to be used in emergency. In this age of technological changes, 
emergent conditions arise from time to time as a result of develop- 
ments in research, change in missions, or speedup of the procure- 
ment of improved weapons. It is frequently necessary to construct 
new facilities to meet the requirements of such situations. 

A serious deficiency still exists in family housing for married offi- 
cers, enlisted men, and their dependents at a number of stations 
throughout the Naval Shore Establishment. Section 204 of the bill 
you are considering would authorize the construction of a total of 
3,790 units of Capehart family housing at locations where the need 
is most urgent. 

During the construction of several projects authorized in previous 
years, problems have been encountered which can only reasonably 
be resolved by amending prior authorizations. Details of these 
unique problems will be furnished later in this presentation. An 
increase of $25,800,000 is being requested which is covered by sections 
205 and 206 of the bill, on which Mr. Milne spoke in his previous 
statement. 

This program complements the various other programs of the Navy. 
All of them have but one ultimate purpose—improvement of our com- 
bat readiness. To depict this relationship and purpose, the military 
construction program may be broken down in accordance with the sup- 
port it will give to the following objectives: 


























I VO ict ecassick ecteemncnesg inte ectepans eerie $91,652,000 
(a) Carrier strike force.__...-......-....--.--- 27,945,000 

(b) Antisubmarine warfare_-___-_------_--_--_-- 12,484,000 

(ec) Continental air defense_____________-_____-_- 462,000 
ita tance nisgibnalinsksneiniincaiie 12,621,000 

(oe) Damwmtas22U clio lel at 38,140,000 
See Wes... oo oti on dc 9,329,000 
a. Fleet ballistic missiles Polaris__.........._ ~~ 4,280,000 

D, TAGUMCTIINNEIS PONBO 1 — — 40 2s oie nn don d- noe 5,049,000 

3. Research, development and test___--.____--__--___- 10,338,000 
4. Marine Corps air and ground forces___.-_.-_------- 9,032,000 
Sections 201 and 902 tatak 120,351,000 


This year the Navy’s program includes seven facilities classes. 
They are sponsored by several Bureaus and Offices of the Department, 
including the Office of the Chief of Naval Operations and the Marine 
Corps. Following the sequence of the projects as they appear in title 
II of the bill, the details appear on the pages of the program books 
provided each committee member. A summary of these facilities 
classes is as follows: 

1. Shipyard facilities, $17,755,000: Typical examples of projects in 
this class are oceanographic facilities at three locations: 

Polaris submarine overhaul facilities at the Charleston Naval Ship- 
yard; and underseas warfare research facilities at the Navy Under- 
water Sound Laboratory in New London. 
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2. Fleet base facilities, $6,426,000: These facilities will improve 
the ability of the naval stations at Mayport and San Diego to provide 
direct support to the fleet; and the proposed astrometric telesco 
at the Naval Observatory, Flagstaff, Ariz., will further the missiles 
and space vehicles programs. 

3. Naval weapons facilities, $44,478,000: Projects in this class are 
required for the development of the new Naval Auxiliary Air Station, 
Maridian, for basic training of embryo aviators in jet aircraft; and 
for the new master jet field at the Naval Air Station, Lemoore. 

Other projects in this class are necessary for the safety of highly 
skilled aviators and valuable aircraft, such as the fuel facilities at 
the Naval Air Stations Alameda, Quonset Point, and Agana; and the 
optical landing systems at the Naval Air Stations Cecil Field and 
Oceana; for the development of missiles, such as the facilities for the 
Pacific Missile Range; and for direct fleet support, such as the fuel 
facilities at Sigonella. 

4. Supply facilities, $1,351,000: The Bureau of Supplies and Ac- 
counts is responsible for management of the Navy’s supply system. 
Space in its hpoasiitiattel building in the District of Columbia will 
be altered for installation of an electronic data processing machine 
to permit modernization of its administrative procedures in this 
important function. The Bureau is also responsible for storage of 
materials and equipment for the Navy. The project for dehumidified 
warehouses at the Norfolk Naval Supply Center is a typical example 
of facilities needed to satisfy this requirement. 

5. Marine Corps facilities, $5,011,000 : The marines must be prepared 
to move fully equipped and on short notice to any incipient trouble 
spot in the world. ‘The proposed facilities at their Albany and Bar- 
stow Supply Centers; the troop housing at the Camp Lejeune Base 
and the Parris Island Recruit Depot; and the training facilities at 
Camp Pendleton, Quantico, and San Diego are essential for building 
up this combat readiness. 

6. Service school facilities, $24,362,000: The Bureau of Naval Per- 
sonnel is responsible for training the officers and enlisted men of the 
Navy. Our modern aircraft, submarines, surface ships, and missiles 
are of little use without the many considerable skills of our officers 
and men to operate and maintain them. The modernization of Ban- 
croft Hall at the Naval Academy, and the training facilities at our 
activities at Dam Neck, Key West, and San Diego are examples of 
projects in the program needed to keep these personnel abreast of 
technological improvements. 

7. Communication facilities, $20,868,000: Rapid and accurate col- 
lection and dissemination of intelligence, and rapid coordination of 
our widely deployed fleet and support forces are essential in modern 
naval operations. The facilities proposed in this program are all 
necessary to improve our capabilities in these fields. Examples of 
these important facilities are the radio direction finder for the naval 
security group activities at Winter Harbor, Maine, and at Galeta 
Island, C.Z.; and the new facilities for the Naval Radio Stations at 
Adak, Alaska, Wahiawa, Hawaii, and Finegayen, Guam. 

Mr. Chairman, that is the finish of the summary of the Navy’s pro- 
gram. The late completion of hearings by congressional committees 
of our program last year, and the early start this year has telescoped 
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the time we have had for preparing this program. As a result, the 
completion of the cost estimates for a number of line items in the 
—— has been delayed. The Department of Defense and the 

ureau of the Budget have granted clearance to the Navy to present 
these price revisions to the committee. If the chairman will permit, 
I shall bring these several changes to the committee’s attention as 
we come to them in the discussion of the details of the program. 

I might add that the net change is a small reduction, rather than 
an addition to the program. 

Rear Admiral Peltier is here to report to the committee on the status 
of the Navy’s military construction. 

(Excerpt from statement by the Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(Properties and Installations), Mr. Bryant:) 


Summary of program objectives contained in title II (Navy) 





Amount Percent 





For facilities needed to support Fleet Command and worldwide communications 
activities at 7 continental and 9 overseas installations_...............-...---..- $21, 158, 000 15.3 
For troop housing in the continental United States and overseas areas; to provide 
2,975 barracks spaces; 986 cadets quarters; 252 bachelor officers spaces; and re- 
lated facilities bh bnattbdintiuedcotnbh i ubbimedsd iteadeuoddidsulinyn aba 19, 244, 000 14.0 
For facilities to support new weapons developments, new research and develop- 


ment activities and new mission requirements_-_...........--...-----------.-- 17, 500, 000 12.7 
For facilities necessary to support the aircraft and ships of the carrier striking 

Ciacci ane Seteme neha ainaineatcheniganipheerenncndonnnecinaiie 16, 363, 000 11.9 
For facilities for maintenance and overhaul of Polaris and nuclear submarines 

and facilities to support the anti-submarine-warfare program --.-.............-- 13, 870, 000 10.0 
For construction in support of research and development activities_............- 10, 338, 000 7.5 
For facilities in support of missile development, evaluation, and training_-..--- 8, 940, 000 6.5 
For 200 appropriated fund family-housing units in Okinawa; 100 surplus com- 

modity units in Spain; and 27 surplus commodity units in Turkey--.........- 7, 358, 000 5.3 
For facilities in support of Marine Corps ground forces and air units.........._. 5, 953, 000 4.3 


For community, welfare, and morale facilities; including service clubs, commis- 
saries, religious activities center, theater, and other community support facil- 


OSE sets," gi ea eet ei acceler zaltin: pinata Meine Santali 4, 614, 000 3.4 
For facilities necessary to support aircraft pilot training; specialized communica- 

tions training; and other training in support of fleet activities_..............._. 3, 455, 000 2.5 
For land acquisition to provide for missile instrumentation sites; a fuel pipeline 

and terminal pumping station, and a degaussing range station..............-.. 498, 000 .4 


For construction in support of other essential programs, including medical facil- 
eS EE EE OE RS EAA ee ee 8, 560, 000 6.2 
EE Ee ee ae NE a ee a ee ae ee 137, 851, 000 100.0 














The Cuamman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 

Now members of the committee, we will turn to the book. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Admiral, I have what I think is a policy question. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. On page 3 you indicate there that you are going 
to construct Polaris submarine overhaul facilities at the Charleston 
Naval Shipyard. 

Does that mean that we are only going to have one shipyard that 
has the capability of supporting the Polaris type submarine, and 
only on the east coast ? 

Admiral Cuew. This is the first yard able to overhaul. As you 
know, Portsmouth builds them, and eventually a capability will be 
developed in another yard, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Inanother yard? 
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Admiral Curew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. In other words, the yards will be developed as the 
number of Polaris submarines increases ? 

Admiral Cuew. As the Polaris submarines come along, the yards 
will be developed, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think in that connection, since you are talking a 
little about Polaris, I am going to recognize, when we reach the proper 
point in the bill Mr. Rivers, so he can have ample facilities for Polaris. 

So when we get to that point, I trust no one will let me overlook it, 
particularly Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Kitpay. I don’t think you need worry about it. [Laughter] 

Mr. Coneian. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuarrMan. r. Cohelan. 

Mr. Conretan. Admiral, in connection with your comment on sup- 
ply facilities, I am wondering if you could tell me what the original 
outlay is for electric data processing and what the annual costs are, 
roughly. 

Admiral Cuzw. I can only say I can give you detailed information 
ater, sir. 

The net result is a saving in operating costs in addition to increased 
efficiency. 

Mr. Conetan. But we have to rent those things, isn’t that correct ? 

Admiral Cuzew. Wedo rent them, yes, sir. 

Mr. Congxan, Is there an initial cost for the-— 

Admiral Curew. This is for the building—the necessary wiring 
and conditioning of the building, to rent. 

Mr. Congian. Then there is a fixed annual cost? 

Admiral Curw. Then there is a fixed annual cost, rental. 

Mr. Conean. I see. 

The CuHarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Hardy, any questions? 

a Harpy. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I have one that I wanted to inquire 
about. 

The last item, No. 7, Admiral, that you spoke of, “Communications 
facilities,” which has $20 million involved ——— 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. How does that tie in in any manner or does it tie in with 
this recent announcement of the Office of the Secretary of Defense 
about what looks like a plan to consolidate all communications facili- 
ties and put them under an operation within the Department of 
Defense ? 

Admiral Curew. These, Mr. Hardy, are naval facilities required 
for the operation of the fleet. 

They are also for communications and for acquisition of certain 
intelligence. These are naval requirements. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, wasn’t that the kind of thing, though, that the 
Secretary of Defense’s Office, Mr. Austin, had in mind by that press 
release issued on February 10? 

Admiral Cuew. In answer to your specific question, they will fit in, 
and Admiral Virden, the Director of Naval Communications, is here 
to answer specifically, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Are you familiar with what appears to be a proposal to 
establish another operating section within the assanens of Defense ? 
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Admiral Curw. Yes, sir, I am familiar. 
_ Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Chairman, the reason that I brought this up 
is this: 

So far as I know, there is only one specific operating section in the 
Department of Defense, and that is ARPA, which we especially au- 
thorized. Now apparently the Secretary of Defense’s Office is pro- 
posing to put an operating agency with respect to all of the communi- 
cations of all of the services, and I think it is about time we took a little 
notice of it. 

The Cuarrman. Well, that is the first information I had received of 
that. But we will make inquiry. 

Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ket.tener. Sir? 

The Cuarrman. Will you make inquiry about this information Mr. 
Hardy is raising ? 

Mr. KeiieHer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I read just one paragraph out of 
this? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy (reading). The plan will provide for a communications agency 
within the Department of Defense to manage and operate the system. The 
agency would commence operations on a phased basis so as not to disrupt essen- 
tial communications during the transition period. 

In other words, they are going to slip it to us real easy before we 
even know what has happened. 

The CHairmMan. We will try to find out. 

I would say the proper place to have it is from the Department of 
Defense and not the Navy Department. That is a Department of 
Defense matter. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand that, but it looked like a good “omy to 
inquire as to the extent to which the Navy was familiar with it, ap- 
parently what the Assistant Secretary, Mr. Austin, is proposing to do. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. I understand they are going to locate this at 
Norfolk. [Laughter. | 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Now, Commander 

Members of the committee, turn to page 13 of the printed bill. 

Inside the United States. 

David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Md. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Admiral Peltier has a statement to make, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHamman. Oh, yes. 

Admiral Petter. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I apologize to the admiral. 

Admiral Petter. Mr. Chairman, and members, I am Rear Adm. 
E. J. Peltier, Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

This Bureau, as you know, has technical responsibility for the ac- 
quisition, construction, maintenance, and disposal of the Shore Estab- 
lishment of the Navy. 

In preparing the budget for the construction program, the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks, supported by its 15 district public works offices, 
is responsible for the preliminary engineering which determines both 





the types of construction and the estimated cost of the projects. 
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The backbone of our organization, both Bureau and field, is com- 
posed of the Civil Engineer Corps, supported by civilian technical 
experts. 

While organization has not changed essentially, we have found it 
necessary to participate much earlier in the research and develop- 
ment of the operational facilities in order to see that the support 
facilities are properly engineered. 

The permanent organization of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 
like that of the other bureaus, is composed of a relatively small nu- 
cleus of professional people whose main purpose is administrative 
and technical guidance. For most of the facility design, we depend, 
as do other bureaus in the case of weapons, on private industry. 
The quality and economy of the end product therefore depends on 

careful selection of architectural engineering firms. 

Our construction, on the other hand, is based not on selection but 
on competitive bidding, on the basis of complete construction draw- 
ings and specifications. Our main problem, therefore, after award 
of construction to the lowest bidder, is to see that the work is done 
in strict accordance with the specifications. To that end our ad- 
ministrative effort is essentially directed toward the inspection of 
construction. 

In recent years our organization has been challenged by more com- 
plex and more pow erful w eapons and communications systems. 
Some idea of the magnitude of some of these facilities can be gained 
from two examples: 

(a) The radio transmitter at Cutler, Maine. 

(6) The radio telescope at Sugar Grove, W. Va. 

In order to meet the operational requirements for the transmitter, 
we must not only design towers a thousand feet high but we must 
provide grass which will not grow more than 6 inches high. In order 
to meet the operational requirement for the telescope, we must not 
only design a 20,000-ton structure which rotates smoothly at variable 
speeds, but we must provide equipment which will precisely regulate 
this speed and minutely measure azimuth. 

As managers of the Navy’s portion of the military construction 
appropriation, we are also accountable for previously authorized 
programs and the funds appropriated to support them. A few years 
ago there existed an imbalance of several hundred million dollars 
between authorization and appropriation because of the gradual 
accumulation of unfunded authorization. As the result par tly of the 
repealer clause in recent authorization acts, and partly of appropria- 
tions more closely matching authorizations, the imbalance has been 
reduced so that, at the end of fiscal year 1960, we will have only 
about $75 million of unfunded projects, and at the end of fiscal year 
1961, the year with which the current hearings are concerned, the 
estimated unfunded authorization will be reduced to less than $30 
million. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 

You represent and have one of the great Bureaus of the Navy De- 
partment. 

Admiral Perrmer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuatrman. The Bureau of Yards and Docks has demonstrated 
itself as one of the efficient Bureaus in the Navy Department. 

I compliment you on the fact that 92 percent of all public works 
is by competitive bid. That is exactly the way the Congress wants 
the business to run, and it isthe way the country wants it to run. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Duruam. You expect to use this $30 million of unfunded or 
ask for it at this session of Congress; is that correct ? 

Admiral Pettrer. The unfunded—no, sir; it will not be. That will 
be what will be carried over in 1961, Mr. Durham. There will be $30 
million unfunded in 1961 that will still be alive. 

Mr. Duruam. I was thinking about—of course, that will add to 
your present request here of $130 million more. 

Admiral Prettrer. What we have requested here is matched by 
funding. 

Admiral Cuew. I might amplify that—— 

Mr. DurHam. This is all funded, then. 

Admiral Pettrer. Everything in this bill is to be funded. 

The Cuarrman. Everything in this bill is funded. 

Admiral Perrier. Except one line item of $500,000. 

Mr. Kizpay. $45 million of the carryover is funded. So you will 
have only $30 million authorization carryover. 

Admiral Cuerw. This bill, including the authorization and the 
amended authorization, is all to be funded, except for $500,000, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. What I am trying to get at 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam (continuing). Is to try to find out how much money 
you will have operational for the Bureau of Yards and Docks for the 
year 1961, unfunded and authorized. 

Admiral Pertrer. Mr. Durham, we will have no money available 
that has not been committed. In other words, take the drydock at 
Bremerton right now, we have a $20 million job to construct the main 
portion of the dock. 

We have not yet obligated the $2 million to build the caisson. We 
have to keep that money in reserve. We will have no money available 
at all, except what is actually committed to projects like that. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let’s clear it up this way: What is the total 
amount of authorizations on the books that haven’t been requested 
appropriation to be made against ? 

dmiral CHew. We have about $75 million, sir. 

The Cuarman. Now, will they stand against the 3-year limitation 
we have? 

Admiral Curew. No, sir. 

The Cuarman. Then, of that $75 million that has been authorized 
by the committee and the Congress, a portion of it will go out because 
no money has been appropriated against it within the 3-year period ? 

Admiral Perrier. Mr. Chairman, may I correct that? 

There is 110 that will actually be there, but 35 will be rescinded 
this year. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Admiral Prxrier. So at the end of this fiscal year, it ends up at 75. 

Admiral Cuew. It will be 75. However, this amount includes about 
$25 million for which the requirement no longer exists and is available 
for rescission now 
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The Cuarrman. So at the end of this fiscal year the committee can 
understand there is $75 million worth of authorizations—— 

Mr. Durnam. Committed. 

The CuarrmMan. Committed in the 3-year period—— 

Admiral Pexrier. No. 

The Carman (continuing). That no funds have been made 
available. 

Admiral Petter. That is right, sir. 

The CHatrman. Now, we got it, Admiral. 

All right. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, can I ask two questions ? 

The CHatrrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Arenps. Admiral, you fascinate me with this statement in here 
that you have to design the towers 1,000 feet high, and you must pro- 
vide grass that will not grow more than 6 inches. 

Will you talk to me about that, Admiral? I am interested. 

Admiral Prxrier. Yes, sir, we have a problem up there cutting it. 

Mr. Arenps. Surely, you could build a tower 1,000 feet high without 
too much difficulty. They do it. 

Admiral Pettter. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Arenps. They are doing it every day. But I don’t know about 
the grass. Let’s find out about it. 

Admiral Petter. Be glad to. 

The Cuarrman. Now, read the bill. 

Mr. SuatrnsHeK. The backup book on title II is marked “Book 
1-A,” before each of the members. 

Mr. Rivers. 1-A ? 

Mr. SuatrnsHex. 1—A. 

The Cuarrman. David Taylor. 

Mr. StatrnsHek. The first item in the backup book, on page 1 
of Book 1—A, is the David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Md.: 
Utilities, $206,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The following is a summary statement by the 
Bureau of Ships: 


FACILITIES INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


Shipyard facilities: The Bureau of Ship facilities requested in this 
program include only items considered mandatory for effective sup- 
port of the operating forces and approved programs. These facili- 
ties 93 «sd four basic objectives, as follows: 

(1) Provision for construction and operation of nuclear-powered 
and fleet ballistic missile submarines; 

(2) Provision for support of submarine and antisubmarine war- 
fare research and training operations; 

tay Provision for requirements of our large carriers; 

4) Provision for more effective use of our research and develop- 
ment facilities. This program includes facilities at 3 naval ship- 
yards, 2 laboratories, 2 submarine bases and 3 oceanographic research 
stations for a total of 21 items at an estimated cost of $17,755,000. 

Our first objective is to continue provision of facilities essential 
for construction, overhaul, and operation of nuclear-powered and 
fleet. ballistic missile submarines. Two fleet ballistic missile sub- 
marines are in operation, seven are under construction and three 
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others are included in the fiscal year 1961 budget. Nine other nuclear- 
powered submarines are in operation, 14 are under construction and 
1 is authorized. All of these ships are heavier, have deeper drafts, and 
require more utilities capacity for berthing, tender-type upkeep, and 
for overhaul than do conventional diesel-electric powered submarines. 
The fleet ballistic missile submarines also have more advanced fire 
control and navigation equipment, which the naval shipyards are 
not yet equipped to overhaul. This expanding new submarine fleet 
has created, and will continue to create, requirements for additional 
facilities at the Portsmouth and Charleston Naval Shipyards, where 
these vessels are planned to be repaired and cburhbialed, and at the 
New London Submarine Base where some will be berthed and 
homeported. 

Portsmouth is the Navy’s only east coast submarine construction 
shipyard, and is at present the only naval shipyard on the east coast 
which can overhaul nuclear powered submarines. It is now planned 
to equip the Charleston Naval Shipyard for overhaul of fleet ballistic 
missile submarines and other nuclear powered submarines in the cur- 
rent program. 

Initial facilities at Portsmouth for these new submarines were 
authorized last year. They consisted of reconstruction of the build- 
ing ways, berth improvements, and a noise measurement facility, all 
of which are either under construction or about to be started. The 
request this year is for reconstruction of a drydock and further 
berth improvements, including additional utilities and dredging. 
Next year’s requests will include facilities at Portsmouth for over- 
hauling the Polaris subsystems of fleet ballistic missile submarines. 

Facilities for the program at the New London Submarine Base 
have been authorized over the last 3 years and included moderniza- 
tion of the powerplant and communication facilities, reconstruction 
of piers, and new barracks, including land acquisition. This year 
we are requesting utilities improvements and dredging at State pier 
for berthing nuclear submarines, and a dental clinic which has be- 
come a most urgent requirement because of the growing personnel 
load. 

The request for Charleston this year includes only facilities neces- 
sary for overhaul of nuclear-powered and fleet. ballistic missile sub- 
marines. Overhaul of the first fleet ballistic missile submarine is at 
present scheduled for early 1963. The items consist of dredging and 
berthing improvements, additions and alterations to industrial shop 
buildings, a new fire contro] and navigation equipment building, and 
a new multipurpose auxiliary support building. 

Summarizing, projects in the program supporting this first objec- 
tive include three items at the Portsmouth shipyard at a total cost 
of $6,829,000, two items at the New London Submarine Base totaling 
$738,000, and five items at the Charleston Shipyard totaling $2,355,000. 

Our second objective is to continue provision of facilites necessary 
to support submarine and antisubmarine warfare research and train- 
ing operations. 

For the past several years the Bureau has been developing a 
number of oceanographic research stations considered vital to national 
defense. The necessary haste in establishing the first few of these 
stations and the need to try out the new equipment precluded con- 
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struction of permanent type structures. The Navy has a progressive 
program of replacing these temporary structures as they grow past 
their economic life, thereby protecting the delicate electronic equip- 
ment which requires controlled temperature and humidity environ- 
ment for efficient operation. 

At the Bermuda and Ramey AFB stations these temporary struc- 
tures are deteriorated to the extent that the equipment is in danger 
of damage from the elements. Further, Bermuda is a key station 
and must be expanded to provide for additional equipment being 
procured. Not only do we have unsatisfactory temporary facilities 
at the Cape May station, but steadily encroaching beach erosion might 
damage the equipment and stop operations during the winter of 
1961-62. It is considered that the most economical solution is to 
relocate the station to Government-owned land at Fort Miles, Lewes, 
Del., construct some new facilities, and adapt some existing facilities 
which are available there. 

The Underwater Sound Laboratory at New London is presently 
operating in the old temporary scattered buildings originally built as a 
Coast Guard station. These deteriorated structures are not suitable 
for laboratory operations and cannot be used satisfactorily to bring 
about the necessary rapid developments in modern electronics, com- 
munications, and undersea warfare weapons systems. A new research 
building to match the accelerating development of these new systems 
is of vital importance to the expanding programs in submarine and 
antisubmarine warfare. 

The existing submarine attack training facility at the Pearl Har- 
bor Submarine Base was designed for conventional diesel-electric 
powered submarines. It is obsolete and practically worthless for 
modern nuclear powered submarines. The present building is far 
too small for installation of the necessary new equipment to simulate 
modern submarines and fire control equipment. Replacement of this 
building is now mandatory to support the expanding modern sub- 
marine fleet. 

Our program request supporting this second objective includes five 
items for relocation of the naval facility at Fort Miles at a total 
estimated cost of $1,293,000, a new undersea warfare research building 
at the Underwater Sound Laboratory estimated to cost $4,432,000, 
and a new submarine attack trainer building at the Pearl Harbor 
Submarine Base estimated at $509,000. 

Our third objective is to provide urgent facility expansion made 
mandatory by the growing fleet of large carriers. The drydock and 
adjacent pier at the San Francisco Naval Shipyard does not have 
sufficient electrical power capacity to meet the demands of these 
ships. The required additional power capacity is estimated to cost 
$285,000. 

Our fourth and final objective is to provide additions to the water 
supply and distribution system at the David Taylor Model Basin for 
more effective use of our research and development facilities, and for 
adequate fire protection. The research work at this laboratory re- 
quires large quantities of water, and the new 20-inch connection will 
insure that important. and costly tests are no longer interrupted and 
postponed because of low water supply. The additional lines will 
msure adequate fire protection, and will also permit recirculation 
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and refiltration of water in the wavemaking basin to produce the 
required clarity for new high-speed underwater photography require- 
Steen These additions to the water system are estimated to cost 

06,000. 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman, shipyard facilities is the first of 
the seven facilities classes in the Navy’s fiscal year 1961 program. 

This class includes 21 line items at 10 stations for a total of $17,- 
755,000. Of these, 19 line items for $16,647,000 are at 8 stations 
inside the United States, and the remaining 2 line items, for $1,108,- 
000 are at 2 oversea stations. These facilities are needed to buil ; 
overhaul, support, and train personnel for operations of our modern 
submarines, improve our capabilities for oceanographic research, and 
correct certain deficiencies in utilities. 

Starting with section 201 of the bill, the first project is for correct- 
ing a utility deficiency. It is to provide a water distribution line 
for $206,000 at the David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Md. 

The basic mission of the model basin is to conduct fundamental, 
applied, and developmental research to improve the design of our 
ships and related equipment and devices. We propose to construct 
a 20-inch main connecting to the north conduit of the District of 
Columbia aqueduct system to bring sufficient water to the station to 
meet operational and fire protection requirements. The present re- 
quirement is for a capacity of about 5,900 gallons of water per minute. 
The current capacity is only 3,600 gallons per minute, provided 
through a 14-inch main connected to the south conduit of the District 
aqueduct. During the past several years a number of emergency 
shutdowns occurred in this south conduit which made it necessary 
for the model basin to shut down equipment for lack of water, thereb 
delaying the research program and creating a fire hazard throug 
lack of sufficient water and pressure. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, we all have been 
familiar with this for years and years. It is named after Admiral 
Taylor, one of the great admirals of the Navy about 25 or 30 years 
ago. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiattnsHeK. Page 2 of the backup book. Naval Shipyard, 
Charleston, S.C.: Maintenance facilities, $2,355,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The second project consists of five line items for 
construction of a Polaris submarine overhaul facility at the Naval 
Shipyard, Charleston, S.C., at the estimated cost of $2,355,000. 

e yard’s mission is to provide logistic support for assigned con- 
ventional and nuclear ships of the fleet and service craft. ese ships 
include cruisers, destroyers, destroyer tenders, and submarines. 
Commencing this year, Polaris submarines will depend on this yard 
for their upkeep; consequently, complete overhaul facilities must be 
ready by late 1962. 

The first line item is for construction of a fire control and naviga- 
tion building at the estimated cost of $937,000. This will provide 
space where the various electrical and electronic components of the 
fire control and navigation equipment being installed on Polaris sub- 
marines may be housed for test and checkout under controlled 
environmental conditions and where the special instruments, tools, 
and spare parts needed for testing and repairing are available. No 
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facilities now at this shipyard can meet these special requirements; 
nor are there any which can profitably be converted for this purpose. 

The second line item is for alteration of miscellaneous buildings at 
the estimated cost of $137,000. 

We have found that, by making certain alterations of three exist- 
ing structures at the shipyard, we can, in accordance with Navy 
policy, eliminate the need for constructing additional new buildings. 
This involves extension of the clean room facility building to perform 
a large volume of nuclear repair work, including inspection, stocking 
of parts and equipment, and performing what is known as clean 
welding; conversion of the torpedo storage building to a gamma- 
graph facility by addition of 5 feet of earth cover and a concrete 
bulkhead. This facility will be used for testing lead shielding for 
voids and imperfections. This specially protected facility is required 
to expose lead slabs to the intense radiation source without harm to 
the operator. Proper environmental, dust-free conditions must be 
available to handle a considerable volume of hydraulic equipment 
repair. The existing hydraulic laboratory building will be converted 
to serve this purpose. 

The third ins item is for extension to the machine shop at the esti- 
mated cost of $369,000. 

The machine shop is now so overcrowded, because recent replace- 
ments of modern tools and equipment require more space, that tem- 

rary outside space, under canvas or in metal sheds, must be used. 

he recent assignment of a number of active ships, in addition to the 
Polaris submarines, precludes the removal of tools now installed and 
used for the overhaul of conventional ships. The only economical 
solution to the problem posed by the extra load imposed, is to enlarge 
the machine shop. 

The fourth line item is for construction of a multipurpose building 
at the estimated cost of $498,000. 

Due to the limited space aboard submarines, it is necessary, during 
the overhaul period, to remove all personnel, ship’s gear, equipment, 
and supplies. The “multipurpose” of the proposed building is to 
provide space ashore for normal command and administrative func- 
tions, bunk rooms for duty sections, and space for storage, mainte- 
nance, and repair of ship’s equipment. 

The fifth line item is for pier utilities and improvements at the 
estimated cost of $414,000. 

This is needed primarily to provide additional electrical power on 
pier 317-D where nuclear submarines will be berthed during over- 
haul. The additional power is required for servicing the submarines 
as their powerplants will be inactive during this period. Dredging 
to a new depth of 35 feet is also required to accommodate the deep 
draft nuclear submarines. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. You asked me to remind you that I have an 
amendment. 

The CHatrman. Does it come in there, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Kewiener. Yes, sir, it does. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, members of the committee—get 
last year’s bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Last year’s law, sir? 
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The Cuarman. Last year’s bill. 

Now, in last year’s bill we carried an item of some $10 million, is 
my recollection, for building a graving dock at. Charleston to accom- 
modate the Polaris submarines. 

The Navy Department advises me, or rather I am informed—I will 
put it that way—that they propose to ask for the money in next 
year’s bill. 

Now, they know they have to build it. And we had it in the last 
year’s bill. The House passed it. We just as well put it back in 
this year. And next year they will ask for the money, for the $10 
million for building the graving dock. 

Admiral ? 

Admiral Peirrer. I was wondering if you were going to settle on 
$10 millionthere. I thought Mr. Rivers 

The CuarrMan. I think—let’s put it in just exactly like we had it 
last year. 

Mr. Rivers. Fifteen 

The Cuarrman. Now, let’s be cautious about it. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. [f it cost $10 million last year, how is it going to 
cost $15 million this year? 

Mr. Rivers. They didn’t have any plans last year. That was a 
horseback opinion, but now we have a professional opinion. 

The Cuarman. Admiral, how much will this cost ? 

Admiral Pe.trer. Mr. Chairman, I think we should have it at $15 
million. We will 

The CuatrrmMan. Without objection, the bill is amended to include 
$15 million. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, do you object if I revise and extend 
my remarks? 

The Cuarman. You have that privilege. 

Mr. Arenps. Could I just simply ask the question: Why wasn’t it 
included in here? 

The CuarrMan. Because it is not funded this year. There are one 
or two items that are going to be funded next year. I am trying to 
push this thing along. So we must look at more than 1 year at 
atime. Weare looking for 1962. Perhaps you will have the honor of 
seeing it is funded in 1962. And I want to get you off on the right 
road. [ Laughter. | 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Mr Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Take the next item—go ahead. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, let’s talk a moment about this 
Polaris-type submarine now, because this yard involves one. We 
have yards already that possess a capability of handling Polaris type 
submarines, do we not ? 

Admiral Pentier. Yes, sir; we do, Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. How many yards do we have now that can support 
the nuclear type submarine? 

Admiral Peitrer. Admiral? 

Admiral Moore. I am Adm. Robert L. Moore, Jr., Deputy Chief, 
Bureau of Ships. 
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In regards to your question, sir, of yards that are now capable of 
supporting Polaris submarines, I would say that the only one that 
we have would be probably the Portsmouth Yard, although they have 
not yet had occasion to overhaul a Polaris type. They have over- 
hauled—they are presently overhauling Nautilus, and they do have 
nuclear overhaul capabilities. 

There are some additional things that are brought into this picture 
when we consider the Polaris itself, and some additional training has 
to go into this program. 

But our phasing out is such that the Portsmouth Naval wees: 
would be the first yard that would have the capability of handling a 
Polaris in toto. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What do we have at New London now ? 

Admiral Moorr. At New London we have only the Electric Boat 
Co., who is building the Polaris submarine, and of course their 
facilities are pretty well tied up with the construction of submarines, 
although they are doing some overhaul work, such as re-engining 
of the Seawolf, and so forth, so they could also perform a Polaris- 
type overhaul there if they had the capacity and it didn’t conflict with 
the new construction phases of it. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Now, in the event, Admiral, that the Congress 
would authorize and fund—I am not saying whether the money would 
be spent—an acceleration of the Polaris-type submarine, would the 
Navy have the drydock facilities to support an accelerated program 
of Polaris-type submarines ? 

Admiral Moors. It would depend, I suppose, to what extent the 
Congress would authorize the Polaris program. As we visualize it 
now, we are intending to bring the Charleston Naval Shipyard into 
the overhaul of nuclear submarines, followed by their ability to over- 
haul the Polaris-type submarines. 

We are also contemplating the phasing in of the Norfolk Naval 
Shipyard first to overhaul submarines, then nuclear submarines, and 
then finally the Polaris-type submarines. 

We also have the capability on the west coast, at Mare Island Naval 
Shipyard, to build and overhaul nuclear submarines, and they would 
have very shortly the capability of handling also the FPM type—that 
is the Polaris-type submarine. Now, those are the yards that we are 
currently considering. Also, I might mention that we are putting 
limited nuclear overhaul capabilities into the Pearl Harbor Naval 
Shipyard. 

Mr. Van Zanptr. Now, Admiral, let me put it another way. If 
the Congress was to accelerate the construction program of Polaris- 
type submarines, would it be necessary also to provide the authoriza- 
tion and the moneys to construct additional support facilities which 
would include drydocks ? 

Admiral Witson. It might, Mr. Van Zandt, but it is a matter of 
phasing. And this could be taken care of within the time period of 
the construction of these ships. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Thank you. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Now, Mr. Rivers. 
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Mr. Rivers. Now, right there, have you got the money available for 
the making of the plans for this drydock ¢ 

Admiral Curew. Mr. Rivers—— 

Mr. Rivers. The engineering plans ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes. That is provided for asa line item in the 
appropriation bill—the planning money. 

Mr. Rivers. So you can go ahead immediately with the plans ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Will that be—will you plan to do that? 

Admiral Cuew. That will be our intention—to go ahead with the 
plans; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now let me ask you this: It takes you 46 months as a 
minimum from the time you sign a contract for a nuclear plant until 
it is placed aboard the ship and out for trials, isn’t that right? 
Around 46 to 48 months, from the day you put your contract for the 
construction of an FPM submarine? 

Admiral Moorr. Well, actually, in the case of the George Washing- 
ton, the first Polaris submarine out of the Electric Boat Co., that sub- 
marine was built in approximately 30 months. 

There are some few additional months required in doing checkout 
work, and so on, but that has been the kind of schedule in the Polaris 
program because of its overriding priority. So I would say something 
of the order of 34 months is more of the order. 

Mr. Rivers. So you would need to plan these facilities that Mr. Van 
Zandt spoke of at least 3 years ahead, or 214, so that you could do, as 
Admiral Wilson said, phase them in and have them ready when the 
ship is ready, is that true? 

(Admiral Chew nods agreement. ) 

Mr. Rivers. It would take a minimum—— 

Admiral Moore. Actually, you have to consider when you would 
start the overhaul of one of these submarines, so that they will be out 
operating probably upward of maybe 3 years, before we would have to 
consider a complete overhaul. 

Mr. Rivers. But you ought to have the capabilities always present ? 

Admiral Moorr. Well, we do have the capabilities on a phasing point 
of view, from a phasing point of view, as Admiral Wilson just pointed 
out. We do have the capability at Electric Boat now. We have the 
capability at the Portsmouth Yard. 

Charleston is coming in next. And all of the facilities that we need 
at Charleston, including the ones that we have in this proposed bill, 
are phased in with a view of taking care of our shipbuilding program 
as it stands now. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kowatsxt. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Strrarron. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Admiral, let us shift for a moment from the 
nuclear-powered submarine to the carrier, the cruiser and the de- 
stroyer and the frigate. 

Does that mean you will have to construct additional support fa- 
cilities to maintain that type of nuclear-powered craft ? 
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Admiral Moore. In the case of the carrier, and because of the limita- 
tions on the drydocks in certain yards—for example, Norfolk, New 
York, and what have you, that have the capability of drydocking a 
Forrestal class or an Enterprise class—we will have to put certain 
additional facilities into the yards that we consider are going to be 
doing the overhaul work of that particular class of ship. 

Now these are not so momentous, I mean, they don’t involve $20 
million for a drydock. They involve such things as pure water facili- 
ties, utilities, additional welding facilities, gammagraph facilities, 
and we may be talking to a million dollars, more or less, probably a 
little bit more. 

In the case of the overhaul capability for the Enterprise, we are 
contemplating bringing the Norfolk Naval Shipyard in to take care 
of that class of vessel. 

Now if they have that capability, they, too, then would also have 
the capability of handling a DLGN or a CGN. 

Does that answer your question, Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes. Now I imagine in this bill there is money 
involved that will involve the development of the facilities such as 
you outlined to take care of the maintenance of these nuclear-pow- 
ered service craft ? 

Admiral Moorr. Actually, in this particular bill we have not pro- 
vided additional facilities for the surface craft types that you are 
mentioning. We are going to in the 1962 program have to start phas- 
ing in in this area. 

t is contemplated, for example, that each of the surface craft nu- 
clear vessels will be having their first overhaul conducted in their 
building yards. 

So in the case of Long Beach, we would expect that would go back 
to the yard at Quincy. 

In the case of the Enterprise, we would expect that to go back into 
the Newport. News Shipyard. 

That has been our policy and program in the case of nuclear vessels 
because of the familiarity of that yard with this kind of equipment 
and the special talents that are required to do the work, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Will the gentlemen yield right there for just a second ? 

Suppose you find that the Newport News Shipyard has something 
that 1s going on in there that precludes taking that ship in there just 
at the time it needstogoin? Then you are stuck. 

Mr. Kowatsxi. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrrMan. Mr. Kowalski. 

Mr. Kowarsxt. I would like to explore this capability, because there 
are two types of capability. 

You, Admiral, P be ‘lieve, have been essentially talking about: facili- 
ties capabilities. The skills are another problem. And I would like 
to bring to the attention of this committee that we are all very much 
concerned about Polaris. 

The Electric Boat in New London, of course, built the prototype. 
Electric Boat is beginning to suffer because of layoffs of very im- 
portant skills there. And as much as we are all concerned about being 
sure that we have the capability of being able to build Polaris, I think 
a more continuous type of program of retaining those skills is 
necessary. 
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The CuarrMan. That is right. It is very important. 

Let me call that up. What is your program for the future building 
of Polaris? How many have you authorized and laid down now? 
How many are you building ? 

Admiral Moore. Mr. Bienen we have nine Polaris submarines 
authorized and under construction now. 

The Cuarrman. Nine authorized. 

Admiral Moore. Nine. And they are building. 

The Cuarrman. And they are building. 

Admiral Moore. Yes, sir. 

And we have requests in the 1961 shipbuilding program for three 
additional Polaris submarines, and there have been some overtures 
made to accelerate the program somewhat. 

The CuHatrman. Now, where are the nine being built? 

Admiral Moore. The nine submarines are being built in four sub- 
marine yards—two private and two Government. 

The Government yards are Portsmouth, N.H., and the Mare Island 
Naval Shipyard. The private yards are the Electric Boat Co. at 
Groton, Conn., and Newport News Shipbuilding & Drydock Co., at 
Norfolk. Those four yards. 

Mr. Kowatskt. Mr. Chairman, I want to bring out the point 
that we are in a difficult situation in New London, and Electric Boat 
is in a position where they have to release a large number of men. 

Am I correct or not, Admiral ? 

Admiral Moore. I think their releasing of manpower that con- 
cerns them possibly at Groton, Conn., right now, is in the design area, 
because we have finally gotten to the point where we are buildin 
Polaris and they are repeat vessels. We are not going through al 
of the design changes that we had before from a work standpoint point 
of view. Groton is pretty well loaded, and with four conventional sub- 
marines coming up in the 1961 program, and three Polaris sub- 
marines coming up, a total of seven, there is a good likelihood that 
Electric Boat at Groton will be given the opportunity of taking on 
additional work if they are competitive. 

The CuatrmMan. That is eee 

Mr. Kowatsxi. Admiral, I would like to bring to your attention 
that Mr. Milne and a group of union members spent—and I did— 
some 2 hours discussing not the design, release of design personnel, 
but skillful workers who hammer and turn wrenches, and so on. 

The CHatrman. Now the question is on the amendment offered 
by Mr. Rivers to strike out $2,335,000 and insert in lieu thereof 
$17,355,000, 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Read the next item. 

Mr. Srrarron. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Admiral Moore one 
more question on this subject of Polaris? 

Admiral, did I understand you to say that it takes 3 years to build 
a Polaris submarine after the word “Go” is given by the Congress ? 

Admiral Moore. In the case of the George Washington, it was 
completed by the contractor in 30 months. There are still some 3 to 
4 months that is taking place for checkout work, and so forth, before 
finally finishing. 
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Mr. Srrarron. Would you anticipate that, as yom get familiar 
with the construction, this would speed up a little bit? 

Admiral Moorr. No, I would not think so, because this has been an 
all-out effort, and I think that it will be done in a little bit more 
orderly fashion in the future. And this was really an all-out effort. 
Electric Boat, of course, has the know-how in this area. I would 
not contemplate that there would be any shortening of this building 
period, which is already phenomenal. 

Mr. Srrarron. Well, Admiral, disregarding the matter of cost for 
the moment, how much could this ‘be speeded up if you went on a three- 
shift basis ? 

Admiral Moorr. We are already on a three-shift basis. A large 
portion, of course, of all submarine work has to be done on a three- 
shift basis because of the physical limitations in the ship, itself, and 
the great utilization of manpower. If you tried to put them on at one 
time, you would have men on top of eam other’s back. So you have to, 
in case of submarines, put them on a first, second, ¢ and third shift. We 
are doing that, and we are utilizing full overtime. 

Mr. Srrarron. And you will be doing that with respect to the 
other 14—— 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Srrarron. Ships as well ? 

Admiral Moore. We are. This enjoys one of the highest priorities 
in the land. 

The Cuamrman. Now read the next item. 

Mr. Srrarron. Thank you. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. I just want to call to the attention of the admirals that 
we do have the Philadelphia Navy Yard. They are still there. I 
think you are familiar with it. Aren’t you, Admiral? You know 
that ? 

Admiral Moorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, when you are contemplating your 1962 program 
for nuclear surface craft, I wonder if you would give some 
consideration to that particular yard. 

The Cuarrman. Bear that in mind. It is an outstanding yard, in 
connection with ships. 

Mr. Stratron. Don’t forget about New York Shipyard. 

The CHairMan. Wait one minute. 

Now, this is very important. 

Somewhere in this bill I want an explanation with reference to the 
effect that the Bethlehem steel strike is having on ships. 

I don’t want to start the argument now, but somewhere before we get 
through with the Navy, we must have some comment about how many 
ships are involved and all that. 

Now, go ahead with your next item. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Next item: 

Naval facility, Fort Miles, Lewes, Del.: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, siatiien! facilities, administrative 
facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $1,293,000. 
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Admiral Cuew. The third project consists of five line items for 
constructon of an oceanographic facility at the estimated cost of 
$1,293,000 at the naval facility, Fort Miles, Lewes, Del. 

By means of these facilities, the Navy conducts oceanographic re- 
search which is used as an important link in our continental defense. 
We now have oceanographic research facilities in this area at Cape 
May,N.J. However, the beach erosion at this site has been so severe as 
to expose the expensive equipment to destruction by the encroaching 
seas. Our engineers believe the erosion can be stayed for a few years 
by the construction of jetties and other protective measures, but only 
at the prohibitive cost of about $5 million. In accordance with Navy 
policy, we propose to utilize certain existing facilities on a portion 
of Fort Miles which the Army has made available to us for the 
purpose. 

The first line item is for construction of communication facilities at 
the estimated cost of $179,000. 

No suitable facilities are available at the site which can be used for 
this purpose. The line item will include antennas, communication 
lines, and a small transmitter building. Rapid and secure communi- 
cation is essential if the oceanographic data gathered by the facility 
is to be effective for fleet operations. 

The second line item is also for construction of a new structure. 
This is for a terminal equipment building at the estimated cost of 
$380,000. The terminal equipment collects, translates, and displays 
the oceanographic data for utilization in carrying out the station’s 
mission. 

The third line item is for modification of a multipurpose structure 
at the estimated cost of $80,000. 

We propose to modify an existing structure to provide space for 
the normal operations and maintenance functions of a small station, 
including the public works and automotive equipment shops, supply, 
Navy exchange and sick bay functions. 

The fourth line item is for construction of a new multipurpose 
building at the estimated cost of $282,000. 

There is no existing building on the site which can be made suitable 
to serve the need. The Navy plans to design this building to include 
space for barracks, bachelor officers’ quarters, messhall and galley 
and a small office. 

The final line item in this project is for utilities and services at the 
estimated cost of $372,000. This site is in a remote corner of Fort 
Miles in which there is now only a small amount of electrical distri- 
bution line. This line must be rehabilitated and extended; a new 
water system must be provided, including wells, elevated tank and 
distribution lines; and roads, security fence, and fire alarm must be 
built to make this a usable facility. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Naval Submarine Base, New Lenten: Conn. : 
Operational facilities, and dental facilities, $738,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The next project is for two line items for $738,000 
at the Naval Submarine Base, New London, Conn. 

The base is the headquarters of the commander, Submarine Force, 
Atlantic Fleet, and it provides the shore facilities for maintenance 
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and operation of the Atlantic Fleet Submarine Force, including sup- 
port of training and experimental operations. 

The first line item is for improvements to the berthing pier at the 
estimated cost of $380,000. 

These improvements will be similar to those we propose for the 
pier at the Charleston Naval Shipyard which I outlined previously. 
They will include dredging to a new depth of 35 feet to accommodate 
the deep draft modern submarines and the provision on the pier of 
additional electrical power to service these ships. 

The second line item is for a dental clinic at the estimated cost of 
$358,000. 

The base personnel loading will increase from the present 7,100 to 
nearly 10,000 in 1963. Currently only about 50 percent of the per- 
sonnel receive proper dental care, treatment for obvious dental condi- 
tions which may cause pain within a 6-month period. This is due to 
the inadequacy of the existing facilities, consisting of only eight dental 
operating rooms in an old wood building converted from a medical 
we It has no room for modern, oral surgery, or oral prophy- 
axis. 

This item will provide adequate modern facilities to meet the urgent 
need, including 20 dental operating rooms. Unless it is provided, 
crews of the nuclear submarines will be sent to sea without dental care 
and, since cruises are for 6 months or more, many members of the 
crews will be subject to oral infirmities which could make them unfit 
to carry out their duties—a critical situation aboard a submarine. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Navy Underwater Sound Laboratory, New Lon- 
don, Conn.: Research, development, and test facilities, $44,432,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The fifth project is for construction of an under- 
sea warfare research building at the estimated cost of $4,432,000, at 
the Navy Underwater Sound Laboratory, New London, Conn. 

This Navy laboratory conducts applied research, development, sys- 
tem studies, and engineering evaluation in the fields of sonar, radio, 
radar, infrared and related physical sciences; and provides technical 
assistance and consultation to the forces afloat and to others as needed. 

The laboratory is responsible for providing the fleet with advanced 
sonar detection, undersea communication and certain missile guidance 
capabilities in phase with the rapid emergence of nuclear power and 
guided missile warfare. The existing facilities are in 11 scattered, old 
wood structures, built originally as classrooms, messes, and barracks. 
They provide only meager and cramped working area; do not permit 
efficient arrangement of laboratory equipment; and the floors are struc- 
turally unable to hold much of the heavy components of equipment 
being checked and tested. The proposed facility will consolidate the 
scattered functions, will increase shiciency, and will permit this im- 
portant research and developmental work to keep pace with the speed 
of advancement of modern weapons systems and nuclear propulsion. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. I have the pages—— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment that I would like 
to offer at this portion of the bill. 

Mr. Kelleher has it. 
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Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

At the bottom of page 13, following line 25, insert a new item as 
follows: 

Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, Va., $2,790,000. 

The CHatrrman. Now 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I would like to explain what that is, in 
line with the discussion. 

The CHarrMan. Does it come in this part? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, sir, this is where it belongs. 

The Cuarmman. Get the act of 1957. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I have it right here before me. 

The CHamman. Have you? All right. 

Now, read it up and tell us all about it. 

Mr. Harpy. In the public works bill for fiscal 1958, which we con- 
sidered in 1957, there was an item: 


Shipyard facilities, Norfolk Naval Shipyard utilities, $2,998,000. 


Now, I have reduced the request a few thousand dollars because of 
some change in engineering which has been made. 

I believe Admiral Peltier could indicate that that is their present 
estimate of the requirement for these utilities. 

Now, those utilities were presented in the presentation of the Navy 
in their justification book for February 1957, and it was indicated that 
unless they were provided and provided promptly, we would not be 
able at Norfolk to handle these extra large carriers satisfactorily, and 
if we should get in trouble in Newport News, as I have indicated a 
moment ago, under their present phasing program, there would not 
be anywhere for one of these big ships to go. 

Now, this is purely a matter of beefing up the utilities in order that 
they can handle these big ships and the nuclear craft when the re- 
quirement exists. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

The House has already passed on it once, and in some way, in the 
conference report, some of the conferees forgot about it. So we have 
it now. 

Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Read the next one. Go ahead. 

Mr. Suatinsuek. The next item, Naval Submarine Base, Pearl 
Harbor, Oahu, Hawaii: Training facilities, $509,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The sixth project is at the Naval Submarine Base, 
Pearl Harbor, Oahu, Hawaii. 

It is for construction of a submarine attack training building at 
the estimated cost of $509,000. 

The mission of this base is similar to that of our continental sub 
base at New London. It is the headquarters of the Submarine Force, 
Pacific Fleet; provides facilities for maintenance and operation of 
of training and experimental functions of the Pacific Fleet Sub- 
marine Force; and provides logistic support for two operational 
submarine squadrons and a guided missile activity. The existing 
trainer building was built near the start of World War II to train 
crews in operation of fleet submarines then in use. The equipment 
is obsolete and the building is too small for present-day equipment 
and cannot be enlarged due to the proximity of other structures. The 
new attack trainer equipment must be adequately housed for training 
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crews in diving tactics, fire control, and antisubmarine warfare for 
the modern, conventional, and nuclear type submarines in order to 
develop maximum combat readiness. 

The Cuarrman. Now, you read the page of the book ? 

Mr. SratinsHeK. Page 14—page 6 in your backup book. 

The Cuatrman. Page 6 of the backup book. 

Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Mr. SiatrnsHek. The next item: Page 7 of your backup book: 
Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, N.H.: Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, and utilities, $6,829,000. 

Admiral Curw. The seventh project, at the Naval Shipyard, Ports- 
mouth, N.H., consists of three line items in the total amount of 
$6,829,000. 

The mission of this shipyard is oriented principally to the design, 
construction, overhaul and repair of modern submarines. A major 
problem of this yard, as at other large segments of our Shore Estab- 
lishment, is the need for modernization. 

The first line item is for deepening of berths at the estimated cost 
of $695,000. 

This work will consist of dredging, including a considerable amount 
of rock excavation, at two berths to the depth of 35 feet required for 
the deep-draft modern submarines. These berths will be needed in 
1961 for the overhaul, repair, and refueling of submarines of the 
Polaris type. <A similar line item was authorized last year to accom- 
modate two submarines now being constructed, which are scheduled 
for coming off the ways this year. 

The second line item is for reconstruction of drydock No. 3 at the 
estimated cost of $5,994,000. 

A fully loaded nuclear submarine of the newest class has a maximum 
draft of 31.3 feet. The three existing drydocks at this shipyard are 
too small to handle these modern submarines. Two of these docks 
have full usage by normal workload operations. We propose to re- 
construct the third dock by deepening it from 17.3 to 37 feet below 
mean high water; lengthening it from 375 to 480 feet; providing new 
caisson gate and pumping station, and electrical services to the dock; 
extending the crane and railroad tracks; and dredging the approach 
channel to allow passage and entrance into the dock of nuclear-powered 
submarines under emergency conditions. This will then become the 
only naval shipyard on the east coast north of Charleston with ade- 
quate submarine repair capabilities for all classes of our submarines. 

The next line item is for an addition to electric distribution system 
at the estimated cost of $140,000. 

The increased power is necessary for testing nuclear submarines 
under construction or undergoing overhaul; and to permit use of avail- 
able rectifier welders which are to be installed in the industrial area 
adjacent to the ship berths. There is sufficient prime power available 
at the central power plant, supplemented by a.c. power from a private 
utility company, to provide for the additional demand at dockside, 
but the distribution system and dockside outlets are incapable of 
handling the additional load. This item will provide the minimum 
installation needed to accomplish the workload. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. The next item is on page 8 in your backup book: 
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Naval shipyard, San Francisco, Calif. : Utilities, $285,000. 

Admiral Curw. The final project in this class for a naval shipyard 
inside the United States, is at San Francisco, Calif., for an addition 
to electric distribution system at the estimated cost of $285,000. 

The mission of this shipyard is to provide logistic support for 
various ships and service craft and to perform A. for construction, 
conversion, overhaul, repair, alteration, drydocking, and outfitting of 
a ge ships and crafts. 

The modern aircraft carrier Ranger is home ported at San Fran- 
cisco, Other large carriers also require servicing at this port from 
time to time. Ships undergoing servicing secure their boilers and 
become dependent on the shipyard utility systems for “hotel” load. 
This load comprises that portion of permanently installed equipment 
aboard the ship that must be maintained in operation for the crew 
remaining aboard. There is not sufficient 480-volt power for the 
hotel load and at the same time for production load demands. Eight- 
een hundred kilovolt-amperes is available at drydock No. 4, and 
2,000 kilovolt-amperes at the north pier; 6,800 kilovolt-amperes is re- 
quired at each location. The addition of 5,000 kilovolt-amperes 
through the proposed project will remedy this situation. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Now the next one is fleet base facilities. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, please, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Ketieuer. The books that the members are using do not have 
the same pages in them. They follow in chronological order in the 
book. So, it really is not necessary to read the pages. 

The Cuatrman. We have several matters to bring up. 

Don’t let me overlook them. 

Mr. Keviiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. Go ahead, now, fleet base facilities. 

Mr. StatrnsHex. Naval Station, Charleston, S.C.; Utilities, 
$56,000. 

Admiral Curw. Class 2 public works. Construction program for 
fiscal year 1961—fleet facilities. The following is a summary of this 
facilities class: 

Fleet facilities are sponsored by the Assistant and Vice Chief of 
Naval Operations and Director of Nava] Administration. 

These facilities are located at naval stations, bases, and districts 
not under the management control of a technical bureau or office. 

In the fiscal year 1961 program, authorization is being requested 
to provide facilities as follows: 








Charleston, S.C.: Water distribution at fleet piers____.__._....-.---~- $56, 000 
Washingon, D.C.: Time service and astrophysics building.._....-_~__- 250, 000 

U.S. Naval Observatory, Flagstaff Station, Flagstaff, Ariz.: Astro- 
metric telescope facility aces ceed pe aun ahead eapseiiaieiaaa sae @ tabanir alanis eae 2, 000, 000 

Mayport, Fla. : 

Utilities and services___..-._--- das _.. 1, 225, 000 
Destroyer pier utilities and improvements.____------.--------- 520, 000 
San Diego, Calif.: Nuclear submarine pier___.--.---------~---~---~- 1, 700, 000 
COL. TMT - OIOy WOUSINE 6) nance nnn ns hn ensnchegeeonnqa- 675, 000 
| | en a BEG Bdiabatated dt Diicttie ccs a sith 6, 426, 000 





These items are military necessities. The item for water distribu- 
tion at Charleston is to provide potable water to operating destroyers 
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and submarines; the item for a time service and astrophysics build- 
ing at the Naval Observatory, Washington, D.C., is to provide for 
more precise time and frequency values; the item for an astrometric 
telescope facility at Flagstaff is to provide more precise positional 
astronomy information in support of navigational, satellite, geodetic, 
and space programs; the item for utilities and services at Mayport 
is to serve the expanded fleet support facilities at this station; and 
the item for destroyer pier utilities and improvements at Mayport is 
for support of the fleets units home-ported at this excellent operating 
base. The item for a nuclear submarine pier at San Diego is to pro- 
vide safe berthing for these valuable ships in the outer harbor; the 
item for family housing at Goleuk, Turkey, is to provide family 
accommodations for the U.S. naval officers and enlisted men and their 
families, who are assigned for duty. 

Admiral Cuew. The second facilities class in the program is “Fleet 
base facilities.” It includes seven line items for $6,426,000 at six 
stations, all but one of which is in the United States. Three of these 
stations provide direct logistic support to the active fleet ; two support 
astronomical research and time service functions of the Aaa Ob- 
servatory, and the remaining activity is an oversea military mission. 
The total amount for the five U.S. projects is $5,751,000. The single 
oversea project, for $675,000 will provide family housing for a U.S. 
military mission. 

The first project is at the Naval Station, Charleston, S.C. It will 
provide for the enlargement of the water distribution system at the 
estimated cost of $56,000. The station is responsible for furnishing 
logistic support to the operating forces and other naval commands. 
Starting this spring, destroyers, submarines, and associated ships 
will be home-ported at this station where they will be berthed at piers 
5 and 6 for necessary servicing. 

Constructed in 1947 for berthing inactive ships of the Atlantic 
Reserve Fleet, these piers lack piping and connections to furnish 
sufficient fresh water to active fleet ships. To correct this deficiency, 
we propose to construct a new 6-inch water main on pier 6. Then 
extend the existing 6-inch water main on pier 5; and install water 
connections and backflow prevention units at the ship’s berths on each 

ier. 

The CHarmman. Without objection it is agreed to. 

Mr. SiatinsuHek. Naval Observatory, District of Columbia, re- 
search development and test facilities, $250,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The next project is at the Naval Observatory in 
the District of Columbia for construction of an extension to Time 
Service and Astrophysics Building at the estimated cost of $250,000. 

The Observatory makes observations of natural and artificial celes- 
tial bodies, derives and publishes data for use in safe navigation; is 
the sole U.S. source of accurate time; and contributes measurably 
to the advancement of the sciences of navigation and astronomy. The 
proposed building extension will provide additional space in which our 
atomic clocks will be housed to meet demands for more precise time 
determination, time and frequency radio transmission and control of 
these transmissions, and additional library space. 

These demands stem from the military services, NASA, and their 
contractors as a result of recent advances in weapons systems, space 
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technology and scientific research. The ultimate accuracy of ad- 
vanced navigational, missile, and satellite systems is limited by the 
accuracy with which the Naval Observatory can determine and supply 
time. The VLF control equipment, recording instruments, crystal 
clocks, atomic standards and associated apparatus, now scattered 
throughout the Observatory and at other sites, must be assembled in 
one building to assure the maximum accuracy in providing this world- 
wide time and frequency service. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Naval Observatory, Flagstaff, Ariz., research, 
development and test facilities, $2 million. 

Admiral Cuew. The third project is at the Naval Observatory, 
Flagstaff, Ariz. This is for construction of an astrometric telescope 
at the estimated cost of $2 million. 

This Observatory is responsible for determining the precise po- 
sitions of celestial bodies, natural and artificial. However, present 
instrumentation is inadequate for modern demands. The world- 
wide need for optical instrumentation with the capability of deter- 
mining precise positions of very faint celestial bodies, has increased 
with the advent of artificial satellite and space programs. Progress 
of research necessary for more precise astronomical data to meet the 
increasing requirement of military and scientific programs has been 
seriously retarded by the limitations of astrometric telescopes. A 
recent Galemictlitoeias in telescope design now permits greatly ac- 
celerated research, The advantages of the proposed 60-inch reflector 
are a gain of accuracy of 3,600 over radio tracking techniques. In- 
sofar as our scientists can determine, no instrument with the capability 
of the one proposed exists anywhere in the world at this time. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman, with your permission, sir, there is, 
as I mentioned at the beginning of the hearing 
Mr. KeiieHer. An amendment here in the price, Mr. Chairman. 

Admiral Cuew. A change in price, sir. As I mentioned in the 
beginning there were certain price changes. 

The Coarrman. At Flagstaff? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How much is it going to cost? 

Admiral Cuew. It isa reduction, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is good. 

Admiral Cuew. To $1,900,000. 

The CuHatrman. Strike out $2 million and put in $1 million—— 

Admiral Cuew. $1,900,000, sir. 

The CHarrMan. $1,900,000. 

Admiral] Cuew. $1,900,000, yes. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Admiral, on your economy. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr, Durnam. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Is this the only facility of that type we have at the 
present time ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. This is a new facility, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. How many have you got altogether? 
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Admiral Curew. We have none now. ‘This is an entirely new type 
of telescope, with vastly increased accuracy, to take care of the posi- 
tional astronomy that is becoming so paramount in the need for pre- 
cise positioning of bodies today. 

Mr. Duruam. Well, I am wondering about the fact that of course 
there might be some duplication here in a facility like this, that you 
can get your data from some other point. 

Admiral Cuew. There is no duplication and this will be the only 
telescope of its type in the world. I think Dr. Stevens is here from 
the Naval Observatory and he could comment on that, if you desire, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I think the information you gave is sufli- 
cient. Of course, we would be highly honored to have the doctor’s 
comments but let us take the next item. 

Mayport, Fla. 

Mr. SuatinsuHek. Naval Station, Mayport, Fla.: Utilities, 
$1,745,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The fourth project in this group is at the Naval 
Station, Mayport, Fla., and consists of two line items in the amount 
of $1,745,000. This station is responsible for providing logistic sup- 
port to the carriers and destroyers homeported at Mayport; to the 
naval air activities operating from this station and to other assigned 
activities. 

The first line item is for destroyer pier utilities and improvements 

at the estimated cost of $520,000. This station is responsible for lo- 
gistic support of 24 destroyers simultaneously. There is existing 
erthing space, with utilities, except steam, for 12 destroyers. A 550- 
foot-long bulkhead is available along the south side of the turning 
basin. This can be used for berthing the remaining four destroyers 
and tender by providing utilities, cleats, fender system, and increased 
depth by dredging from the existing 15 to 30 feet, the proposed line 
item will provide the needed facilities by extension of the existing 
utilities from the present destroyers’ berths to the south-side bulkhead. 
It will also maint 4 for construction of a small heating plant to satisfy 
the requirement for steam at both berthing spaces. 

The second line item is for utilities and services at the estimated 
cost of $1,225,000. Until a few years ago this was a small auxiliary 
air station to the master jet station at Cecil Field and was used princi- 
pally for fleet carrier landing practice. 

Consequently, to meet the small demand of this airfield, the utilities 
systems were built with relatively small capacities. Now, the sta- 
tion must support logistically the 3 carriers, 24 destroyers, and a 
destroyer tender which are home-ported here. In addition to require- 
ments of these ships, additional facilities to support them have been 
constructed, thus adding to the demand on the small capacity of the 
existing utiliities. Asa result of an engineering study, it has been de- 
termined that the most efficient and economical way to meet the sta- 
tions utilities requirements is to build single integrated utilities 
systems. This line item will satisfy this need by replacing, and in 
some cases extending, the existing limited electric, water, sewer, and 
road systems. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another amendment, and this one I regret to 





say is upward from $1,745,000 to $1,895,000, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Well, Admiral, all this justifies the wisdom in pro- 
moting you, because it shows how close you are watching these figures. 
That is good. If you watch them too close, you might get pneumonia. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, a question at this point. 

The CHairMaAn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Admiral, this is at Mayport! 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvrt. Now, does it mean that you are providing berthing 
facilities in the turning basin at Mayport, or are you constructing new 
piers? I have not been there for several years. 

Admiral Curw. Originally we were going to construct new piers, 
but now we are putting the destroyers along the jetty, with utilities 
along there too, and utilizing the existing space. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. In other words, it is not inside that turning basin ? 

Admiral Curew. Well, it is inside the harbor; yes, sir. On the south 
side of the harbor. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to 
and the item is agreed to. 

The next item. 

Mr. SLatTinsHEK. The Naval Station, San Diego, Calif. : Operational 
facilities, $1,700,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The last continental project in this group is at the 
Naval Station, San Diego, Calif., for construction of a nuclear sub- 
marine pier at the estimated cost of $1,700,000. This station is re- 
sponsible for providing logistic support to the operating forces of 
the Navy. Because of the danger of contaminating the water of San 
Diego Bay, in consideration of the heavily populated areas along the 
mainland, shores, it is contrary to AEC policies to provide berthing 
facilities in the inner harbor for nuclear-powered submarines. For 
this reason, the Navy proposes to construct a pier with adequate utili- 
ties to service the nuclear submaries operating with Submarine Flotilla 

1 based at San Diego for advanced ASW training and evaluation. 

The CHatrmMan. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Now, naval weapons facilities, training stations. 

Admiral Exuis. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
am Rear Adm. W. E. Ellis, Assistant Chief for Field Support in the 
Bureau of Naval Weapons. This appearance before you today is 
my pleasure and first opportunity to represent this new Bureau be- 
fore your committee. During the last session of the Congress you 
will recall legislation was enacted which disestablished the Bureau 
of Aeronautics and the Bureau of Ordnance and permitted the estab- 
lishment of the Bureau of Naval Weapons. 

I have the honor today of assisting in the presentation to you of 
the first Bureau of Naval Weapons military construction program. 
Prior to our proceeding with a detailed review of the various line 
items I should like to briefly outline the facilities and objectives we 
hope to achieve with this portion of the Navy’s fiscal year 1961 mili- 
tary construction authorization program. 

The Bureau of Naval Weapons portion of this program totals 
$44,578,000. Of that total $32,794,000 is for development of U.S. 
continental facilities and $11,784,000 for oversea stations. 

The first. group of the line items provides essentially for the com- 
pletion of Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian Miss., as a basic jet 
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training station. With this authorization we expect to become fully 
oper ational at Meridian late in the calendar year 1961. 

At our fleet support stations our principal objectives are to improve 
safety conditions for high performance aircraft operations and to 
provide those items of construction required to make Naval Air Sta- 
tion, LeMoore, Calif., operational by October 1961. 

For Marine Corps air stations our principal objectives are to im- 
prove safety of an conditions for high-performance aircraft 
operations and for extension of utilities to areas not now properly 
served, 

For our special stations we include a request for a particularly 
significant item—an inertial guidance laboratory at the Naval Air 
Development Center, Johnsville, the Navy’s need for a facility for 
qualifications, test, and evaluation of inertial guidance systems can- 
not be overemphasized. ‘This need is acute. 

The Navy’s role as executive agent for the Pacific Missile Range 
demands the continued development of this important national range. 
Facilities support is also required for the fleet ballistics missile pro- 
gram—Polaris—at a classified location. 

In the oversea area our program is one of correction of existing 
unsatisfactory conditions rather than major expansion. The line 
items of greatest significance are those required to provide satisfac- 
tory living conditions for officers and enlisted men on NAHA, 
Okinawa. 

The CHarrman. Thank you. 

Now, Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Miss. 

Mr. SiatinsueK. Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Miss., 
operational facilities, maintenance facilities, ammunition supply 
facilities, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$2,766,000. 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman, we now come to the third facilities 
class in our program. It is for naval weapons facilities in the total 
amount of $44,547,000 or 37 percent of the overall Navy program. 
$32,794,000 of this amount are for 69 line items at 22 stations inside 
the United States. The remaining $11,784,000 are for 15 line items 
at 10 oversea stations. Twelve of the line items at four stations 
for $6,975,000 are classified and are included in section 202 of the au- 
thorization bill. As a matter of interest, gentlemen, since December 
1959, the Bureau of Naval Weapons comprises the two former Bureaus 
of Aeronautics and Ordnance. Of the 32 stations for this facilities 
class in the program, 3, in the amount of $2,160,000, are ordnance 
activities and the balance are aviation activities. 

These naval weapons facilities are needed for several basic pur- 
poses: For training new naval aviators; for supporting the striking 
power of the Navy, our operating forces, including the air arm of the 
Marine Corps, by aviation and ordnance; and for furthering impor- 
tant aeronautical and ordnance research, development, test, and eval- 
uation of guided missiles, including Polaris, the fleet ballistic missile. 

The naval weapons facilities in the United States are for four 
groups of stations. The first of these groups is naval air training 
stations whose mission is to train aviation personnel of the Navy 
and Marine Corps. Exclusive of the one project for Capehart family 


2932 





housing, covered in section 204 of the bill, this group includes only 
one station this year. 

This project consists of 15 line items at the Naval Auxiliary Air 
Station, Meridian, Miss., for $2,766,000. This is the fifth increment 
for development of this station. The four previous increments totaled 
$42,615,000. This new station will be an auxiliary to the Naval Air 
Station, Pensacola, Fla., for basic training of naval aviators in oper- 
ation of jet aircraft. 

It is scheduled for operational readiness in the fall of 1961. 

The first line item is for a liquid-oxygen transfer buildng at the 
estimated cost of $45,000. This is another facility similar to those 
which the committee has approved in recent years for many of our 
air stations. 

It is a common requirement for stations supporting aircraft which 
operate at high altitudes to provide breathing oxygen to the pilots 
and crews. Liquid oxygen is obtained from commercial sources and 
stored in thermos tanks from which it is withdrawn and transferred 
to aircraft systems as required. The facility must be relatively iso- 
lated on the station for safety. It is capable of recharging gaseous 
oxygen cylinders and will provide work space for periodic test, check, 
repair, and adjustment of oxygen-breathing equipment and the main- 
tenance of records. 

The second line item is for an optical landing system at the esti- 
mated cost of $119,000. It is essential that the student aviators be- 
come familiar, at this phase of their training, with the landing system 
being used so successfully aboard carriers to reduce the landing ac- 
cident rate. This item will provide for the installation of the lights 
and mirror equipment and construction of the necessary electrical 
distribution lines and communication control systems at the landing 
end of each of the two main runways. This is similar to line items 
approved by this committee in previous years for most of our active 
air stations. 

The third line item is for a combined fire and crash station at the 
estimated cost of $170,000. This facility is needed for a dual purpose : 
For protection against the outbreak of fire in any structure on the 
station; and to extinguish fire and aid in rescue of personnel involve) 
in an aircraft crash or in the vicinity of the station. The facility 
will provide housing for a firefighting and crash force of 22 men and 
7 vehicles. 

The fourth line item is for a photographic building at the estimated 
cost of $53,000. The use of photographic material in training is of 
considerable importance. The greatest benefit results from rapid 
processing and evaluation of gun camera film which can be viewed 
by the student pilot while the details of the flight that day are fresh 
in his mind. The facility will also fulfill all other photographic 
requirements of the station. As an economy measure, We propose 
to include the facility in a portion of the aircraft maintenance hangar 
instead of constructing a separate new building. 

The fifth line item is for an aircraft power check facility at the 
estimated cost of $85,000. This is the first of four such facilities in 
this program and is similar to line items approved in the past few 
years by the committee for several of our air stations. This will 

permit aircraft which have just undergone repair work on the jet 
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engines, to be securely tied down and the engines test operated to 
insure proper performance prior to flight. This facility will have 
capacity for simultaneous power check on two aircraft. 

The sixth line item is for an automotive vehicle maintenance facility 
at the estimated cost of $204,000. It is required for the maintenance 
and repair of about 200 pieces of automotive, construction, mainte- 
nance, and materials handling equipment which are to be assigned 
to the station. The facility will include repair stalls, tire and batter Vv 
shop, parts room, small office, wash rack, filling station, and parking 
compound. 

The seventh line item is for magazines and ready ammunition lockers 
at the estimated cost of $28,000. For the nor mal functioning of the 
station, minimum facilities are required for storage of small arms 
ammunition and pyrotechnics. To satisfy this need. two small maga- 
zines with earth embankments and, in the hangar area, two small ready 
ammunition lockers will be provided. 

The eighth line item is for a brig at the estimated cost of $75,000. 
This facility i is needed for the detention of personnel and the carrying 
out of sentences of courts-martial. It will include dormitory, cells, 
receiving and discharging room, small mess and galley, guardroom, 
small office, and exercise yard. 

The ninth line item is for a gatehouse at the estimated cost of 
$75,000. It will be located at the main station entrance and will 
provide space for security functions, office for issuance of passes and 
tags, and industrial relations office with waiting room and board and 
hearing room. The facility will include a small guard station in the 
middle of the road at the main station entrance. 

The 10th line item is for a theater at the estimated cost of $187,000. 
It will provide a standard, 350-seat theater which is necessary for 
recreational purposes, since the nearest comparable facilities are lo- 
cated in the city of Meridian, approximately 14 miles distant. It will 
also be used for lectures and meetings held in connection with educa- 
tional and leadership programs. 

The next line item, gentlemen, is for a commissioned officers’ mess— 
open—at the estimated cost of $367,000. The facility will be for use 
by approximately 1,070 people, including the aviation cadets and ofli- 
cer students undergoing flight training, ‘station officers, and their de- 
pendents. It will be of standard design, providing galley, dining and 
lounge area, bar, gameroom, patio, and small swimming pool. We 
believe that wholesome recreational facilities, such as this item for 
commissioned officers, and the two line items for enlisted men, are 
essential for the proper operation of this semi-isolated station. 

The next line item, gentlemen, is for an enlisted men’s club at the 
estimated cost of $279,000. A line item for an enlisted men’s swimming 
pool, at the estimated cost of $169,000, was authorized in the fiscal year 
1959 program. These facilities will be very similar to those proposed 
for the officers in the preceding line item. They will serve about 2,335 
people, including 1,225 enlisted men and their dependents. 

The 13th line item is for a chief petty officers’ mess—open—at the 
estimated cost of $104,000, This facility will provide services similar 
to the two preceding line items but on a smaller scale, since it is needed 
to accommodate about 375 people, including 115 chief petty officers 
and their families. 
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The 14th line item is for a community center at the estimated cost 
of $890,000. This facility will provide a number of the community 
support features usually found in a small shopping center. These in- 
clude a commissary, Navy exchange, cafeteria, gymnasium and bow]- 
ing alleys, special services office and supply room, gameroom, library, 

st office, and automobile parking area. The military personnel to 

assigned to the station and the dependents of the married uniformed 
personnel will number approximately 3,800. With Meridian being 
about 14 miles away from the station, it is essential to provide a com- 
munity of this size with these normal living accommodations. 

The final line item in this project is for a crash service road at the 
estimated cost of $85,000. Our experience has been that most of our 
aircraft crashes have occurred within the station boundaries. The 
rapidity with which rescue personnel reach the scene of an accident is 
an important factor in saving lives. To facilitate movement of crash- 
rescue trucks in undeveloped areas of the station, we propose to build 
a 12-foot-wide gravel-surfaced, compacted earth road within the sta- 
tion’s perimeter. 

The CuarrMAn. Without objection, the item will be agreed to. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Ketitener. Mr. Chairman, at this point it would be appropriate 
to bring up the Harvey Point project, in North Carolina. 

The CuHarrman. That is right. 

Now, I want to invite all the committee’s attention to this. 

We have been disturbed in the committee for some time about the 
closing down of an installation at Harvey Point. 

We had not quite finished the construction when you reached the 
decision to close it down. Anyhow, we spent some $12 million on it. 
It has never been occupied and never been used. 

I took it up with the Air Force to see if they could not use it, and 
I took it up with the Army, to see if they could not use it. 

It is pretty bad, that we do not think these things out far enough in 
advance so we can anticipate closing down. 

Now, here it is, we spent $12 million. And right in the midst of 
building it, we abandoned the program and had to change it, and 
it is just sitting out there now as a haven for seagulls. 

Mr. Norsiap. Where is Harvey Point, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuairman. It is down along the North Carolina coast. 
Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They have to do a little bit better than that. 
Mr. Gavin. How long has it been under construction? 

Mr. Ketriener. It started about 3 years ago. 

The Cuarrman. About 3 years. 

And while they were actually building it. 

Mr. Gavin. When was it authorized ? 

Mr. Ketiener. I would say about 1957. 

Mr. Rivers. The reason for that is that the Seamaster faded out. 
Mr. Gavin. May I ask when it was authorized? 

Mr. Ketiener. I think in 1957. I will check. 

Admiral Curw. Public Law 968. The first authorization. 
Mr. Gavin. What was the cost of the base? 

(Chorus of “$12 million.”) 
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Mr. Gavin. And we are abandoning it / 

The Cuatrman. Absolutely. It was the headquarters of the Sea- 
master. 

Mr. Kevitener. PGM, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. And the Seamaster was discontinued. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Anyhow, we have $12 million invested. Let’s find 
some use for it. 

I am not going to criticize the Seamaster being phased out of the 
picture, but we must try to utilize in some way that $12 million 
investment. 

It will be a feather in the cap of the Navy if they can utilize it, and 
not have to be set against your record. The splendid record, that you 
have a $12 million project that you built and it has never been utilized. 

Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wirson. In that same bill, in that same year, if the chairman 
will recall, at the chairman’s insistence this committee cut out of the 
bill a $7 million facility for Seamaster in San Diego. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Witson. I just wanted to point out that it justifies the wisdom 
of the chairman in such action. 

The Cuarrman. Anyhow, we all understand it. My point is this: 
Let us try to find some use for it in the Navy. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman 

The CuHatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Duruam. I have a question. How much is it costing us at this 
present time to maintain those facilities there? 

Admiral Wiison. They have never been actually occupied, Mr. 
Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. I know they have not been occupied, but we have not 
just walked away and left it. We have some people. 

Admiral Witson. That is right. 

Admiral Preitrer. We do not have the exact cost. It is a very 
nominal amount, though, Mr. Durham. We are using one boat facil- 
ity there for a target crew but the rest of the 

The Cuarrman. Admiral Chew, you and the other admirals—— 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, how much would it take to complete 
the project ? 

Admiral Curew. Mr. Gavin, it would take different amounts, de- 
pending on what you needed to complete the facility for—if you com- 
pleted it for a seaplane base, for which we now have adequate facili- 
ties, it would cost on a temporary basis, for a rotational squadron, 
about $214 million; and if you wanted to complete it as a parmanent 
facility for permanent stationing of seaplanes there, in the neigh- 
borhood of $314 to $4 million. 

The Cuatrman. Now, we have distinguished officers in the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks and all the other officers. Now, let us find some 
use for that base. Do something about it. We cannot afford to have 
it said about the Navy that it has a vacant place that cost $11 million. 

In the face of that statement, we will take a recess until 2 o’clock. 
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Be back at 2 o’clock. We hope to finish this bill this afternoon. I 
mean, the Navy title. 
(At 11:55 a.m. the committee recessed until 2 p.m. ) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CuatrMan. Let the committee come to order. 

Now, when the committee recessed at noon, we were on page 15 
of the bill “Fleet support stations” the first line. Naval Air Station, 
Alameda, Calif., operational facilities, $384,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The second group of projects in the class of naval 
weapons facilities is for fleet support stations. These include 35 line 
items at 11 stations in the amount of $17,218,000. AIl but two of these 
stations are naval air activities; the excepted two are ordnance activi- 
ties, one of which is classified and will be discussed when the com- 
mittee takes up section 202 of the bill. These stations provide direct 
support to the operating forces of the Navy. 

The first project is for modification of the aircraft fuel facility at 
the Naval Air Station, Alameda, Calif., at the estimated cost of 
$384,000. This is the industrial-seaport station of the Lemoore master 
jet complex. The existing aviation fuel facilities are operated on a 
water displacement, or aqua system. 

Modification of these facilities is necessary to permit maintenance 
of quality control. Jet fuel must be separated from the aqua system 
because its specific gravity approaches that of water and some of its 
additives are soluble in water. These deficiencies must be corrected to 
avoid the possibilities of having contaminated fuels delivered to air- 
craft and aircraft carriers, thereby creating hazards to flight opera- 
tions which endanger lives and property. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection that item is approved. 

Now, read on, Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. Naval Air Station, Barber’s Point, Oahu, Ha- 
waii: Operational facilities, $222,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The second project at the Naval Air Station, 
Barber’s Point, Oahu, Hawaii, consists of two line items for $222,000. 

The first line item is for construction of a transmitter facility at 
the estimated cost of $114,000. This is required in order that the 
station may have positive control of aircraft flight operations at all 
times. This positive control does not exist at the present time. The 
existing transmitting facilities are in six separate buildings. Many 
station structures between the transmitting facilities and large areas 
of the runways, taxiways and air traffic patterns mask the line-of- 
sight and create blind spots wherein radio communication to and from 
aircraft is impossible. 

The heavy aircraft traffic, including the airborne early warning 
aircraft, and the frequent mixing of jet and propeller-driven aircraft 
in the same traffic pattern make it essential to provide positive control 
and eliminate the present dangerous conditions. 

The second line item is for provision of a special weapons target 
at the estimated cost of $108,000. It is requisite for all aircraft units 
of the fleet to be proficient in delivery of special weapons. There is 
no existing target in the Hawaiian area suitable for training the fleet 
personnel to attain the necessary proficiency. The Navy proposes to 
provide the needed target facilities at Kuana Point, approximately 

185 nautical miles southeast of Barbers Point on the Island of Hawaii. 
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This will permit continuous and efficient training of personnel in 
high and low altitude bombing and low altitude, loft delivery of 
special weapons. Here the instrumentation will be installed for con- 
trol of the aircraft during the precision approach and release opera- 
tions mandatory to the training in proper delivery of the special 
weapons. The facilities will also be used for final training of Navy 
and Marine Corps air groups in the Hawaiian area. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SuatinsueKk. Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Fla.: Opera- 
tional facilities and maintenance facilities, $271,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The third project is at the Naval Air Station, 
Cecil Field, Fla. It consists of two line items in the amount of 
$271,000. This is one of the Navy’s four master jet fields. 

The first line item is for an optical landing system at the estimated 
cost of $95,000. It is similar to a line item I described previously for 
the air training station at Meridian. 

This will provide for installation of a mirror and lights unit at 
one end each of two runways. Two such units were previously au- 
thorized for this station and are in operation. This landing aid is 
used to train pilots for carrier aircraft landings by bringing them in 
on a controlled light beam glide path so as to avoid undershoots and 
overruns. Its proper use assures the pilot in landing aircraft that 
he is approaching the runway at the proper angle for touching down 
on the runway paving near the threshold in order to take full advan- 
tage of the usable length of the runway. This is essential for the heavy 
planes and high landing speeds of modern jet aircraft. It is proved 
as a factor in reducing accident rates. 

The second line item is for construction of an aircraft power check 
facility, at the estimated cost of $176,000. This is also similar to one 
of the line items for Meridian which I discussed previously. It will 
permit of testing four aircraft simultaneously. Runup tests and ad- 
justments are required on jet engines after each replacement, after 
periodic maintenance checks, line maintenance repairs and frequently, 
in the investigation of pilot discrepancy reports subsequent to flight. 
For safe full power runup tests the facility must be capable of with- 
standing high horizontal thrust loadings and, at the same time, must 
provide protection of personnel from engine failures, and of material 
and equipment from the effects of blast and high temperatures. High 
power runup testing is the best method for evaluating the perform- 
ance of jet engines prior to flight. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Naval Degaussing Station, Charleston, S.C.: 
Operational facilities and real estate, $235,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The fourth project, an ordnance activity, in the 
fleet support stations group, is at the Naval Degaussing Station, 
Charleston, S8.C., for a degaussing range and land acquisition at the 
estimated cost of $235,000. The title of the station and project indi- 
cates the mission of this activity. To degauss a ship is to demag- 
netize its normal magnetic field, thus rendering the ship no longer 
liable to deflect the needle in the detonating devite of a magnetic 
mine. The various naval ships home-ported and operating in the 
Charleston area must be degaussed periodically—minecraft quarterly 
and destroyers and submarines semiannually. 
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The existing range is on leased land which must be vacated to per- 
mit commencement of port construction this year by the South Caro- 
lina State Port Authority. Approximately three acres of land will 
be acquired along the Cooper River opposite Castle Pinckney as the 
site of the facility, on which it is planned to construct the degaussing 
range house, a small boat pier and the degaussing ranges. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection that item 1s approved. 

Mr. StatrnsHek. Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Fla., operational 
facilities, $178,000. 

Admiral Curew. The fifth project is at the Naval Air Station, Jack- 
sonville, Fla., for construction of aircraft fuel dispensing facilities 
at the estimated cost of $178,000. This is the industrial seaport sta- 
tion of the Cecil Field master jet complex, and is similar in that re- 
spect to the Alameda-Lemoore complex on the west coast. Certain 
alterations, replacements, and additions to the fuel facilities are re- 
quired as a safety factor. At present, four aviation fuels are car- 
ried: two for jets and two for conventional aircraft. An additional 
tank is urgently needed, not for increased capacity but for settling 
of the jet fuel. This station tank can be made available by pumping 
one of the jet fuels direct from storage to Cecil Field. 

As, also, a number of the fuel pipelines are old and are failing; 
50 percent have already been replaced. The remainder should be re- 
placed immediately. The proposed project will provide for the neces- 
sary pumping facilities and replacement pipelines. It will also pro- 
vide for relocation of the truck-fill stand which at present is a serious 
fire hazard as it is only 120 feet from the center of a taxiway. 

The CuamMan. Without objection that item is approved. 

Mr. StatrnsueK. Naval Air Station, Lemoore, Calif.: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad- 
ministrative facilities, community facilities, utilities, and ground 
improvements and real estate, $10,818,000. 

‘Admiral Cuew. The next project is the fifth increment for the 
development of the new Naval Air Station, Lemoore, Calif. It con- 
sists of 17 line items in the total amount of $10,818,000. This is to be 
the master field of a jet complex, similar in mission to Miramar, in 
southern California, and to Cecil Field, Fla., and Oceana, Va., on 
the east coast. 

The first line item is for taxiways and airfield pavements at the 
estimated cost of $1,453,000. The field has been designed to support 
four air groups with certain separate areas and facilities assigned to 
each group for limited autonomous command, maintenance and op- 
erational purposes. Additional parking apron and taxiways are re- 
quired. The taxiways are needed for direct connection to the run- 
ways, parking areas, and to two guided missile unloading areas. 

The second line item is for construction of a fuel pipeline and land 
acquisition at the estimated cost of $4,759,000. We estimate that jet- 
fuel consumption will be approximately 8.5 million gallons per month. 

After consultations with various rail, tank truck, and commercial 
pipeline operators and studies of the various economic and other 
aspects of the problem of supplying this large volume of jet fuel 
to this remote station, the Navy has concluded that the proposed 
project is the most effective and economical solution of the problem. 
The project provides for construction of approximately 90 miles of 
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6-inch pipeline, pumping stations, acquisition of about 10 acres of 
land in fee in the terminal area, and of easements over about 86 miles 
of land to be traversed by the pipeline, and a storage tank of 220,000 
barrels capacity. The fuel would be supplied by tanker at Estero 
Bay, where tanker mooring would be provided and the fuel pumped 
through a submarine pipeline to the terminal receiving tanks on 
shore, and thence overland to the station. 

The third line item is for a photographic building at the estimated 
cost of $128,000. It is required for much the same reason as I out- 
lined for the Meridian Photo Lab. Gunnery training films will be 
taken, developed, and studied by the pilots shortly after completion 
of their flights. Timely coverage of crashes and other emergencies, 
photos of damaged material, equipment, and construction progress 
ure a part of routine requirements. The photographic building is 
necessary to carry out these various functions. 

The fourth line item is for construction of the second increment 
of the training buildings at the estimated cost of $758,000. 

This involves the construction of two buildings: one in the admin- 
istrative areas as an addition to the training building authorized 
previously; and the other in the operations area. Before they are 
deployed, aircrews must receive ground training through lectures 
und classroom work and by use of mockups and simulator. The 
training is of two basic types. The first type is for procedure and 
proficiency and includes pilot cockpit procedures, air navigation, 
weapons systems, and maintenance of various parts of the aircraft 
and ne ys pone The other type relates to flight environment and 
hazards. It covers altitude decompression, ejection seats, night-vision 
techniques, pressure suits, and physiological examinations and re- 
actions. The first type is handled mainly in the administrative 
area and the second in the operations area. 

The fifth line item is for a guided missile support facility at the 
estimated cost of $451,000. This is similar to line items approved by 
this committee in previous programs. It includes a guided-missile 
building for check and test of missiles; and parking apron with riveted 
embankment for loading and unloading aircraft. These facilities 
are required for air augmentation currently assigned to fleet air squad- 
rons now stationed at Alameda and Moffett Field. Training flights 
to the Pacific Missile Range to fire at drones will require loading of 
live ordnance at this station to fully utilize training time. 

The next line item is for ordnance facilities at the estimated cost of 
$577,000. These facilities are required for construction of magazines 
and inert storehouse for storage of a number of ordnance items used 
by the station and air groups in their various operational training 
exercises. 

The seventh line item is for construction of a general warehouse at 
the estimated cost of $350,000. This building is required for storage 
of materials used in the normal operation and maintenance of a large 
air station. Approximately 46,000 square feet of storage space was 
authorized in a previous program. 

The eighth line item is for a flammable storehouse at the estimated 
cost of $74,000. Because of the hazards involved in the storage and 
handling of such materials as paints, alcohol and acids, they must be 
stored in a specially designed structure apart from the general stores. 
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The proposed building is required for safe storage of these materials. 

The ninth line item is for construction of a brig at the estimated 
cost of $116,000. This will have a 16-man capacity. The brig is 
needed for confinement of military personnel convicted of various 
offenses. 

The 10th line item is for construction of a commissary at the esti- 
mated cost of $291,000. This station, because of its function, has 
purposely been located in an isolated area. Consequently, unless the 
proposed commissary store is provided, the approximately 1,300 fam- 
ilies which will be residing in the Capehart housing adjacent to the 
station will have to travel a minimum distance of 17 miles to Hanford, 
the nearest community having adequate shopping facilities, to obtain 
their meats, vegetables, and other foods for day-to-day living. 

The 11th item, Mr. Chairman, is for a commissioned ofticers mess— 
(open )—at the estimated cost of $585,000. Recreational facilities are 
required for use by the officers and their families who will be residing 
at this station. | 

We estimate that these personnel will approximate 3,250 in number. 
The Navy believes that such facilities are essential for the welfare 
and morale of the personnel assigned to a relatively remote station. 
There are no nearby communities where similar facilities are available. 

The next line item is for an enlisted men’s club at the estimated 
cost of $612,000. This will provide recreational facilities for the 
enlisted men and their families at this isolated station. Including the 
families of the married enlisted men, we figure that approximately 
10,400 people will have access to this facility. It is essential that such 
a large group of people be furnished facilities where they may spend 
offduty hours in wholesome recreation and relaxation. 

The next line item is similar to the two I have just described, but 
on a smaller seale. It is for a chief petty officers mess (open) at 
the estimated cost of $199,000. This club is required as a recreational 
facility for the planned number of 476 COP’s to be assigned to this 
station, and their families, a total number of about 1,550 people. The 
“Chiefs” have a special status in the Navy, since they form the leader- 
ship and command link between officers and enlisted men. They are 
deservedly known as the backbone of the Navy, for the important part 
they play in the chain of command. 

The 14th line item for the Naval Air Station, Lemoore, is an outdoor 
survival training pool at the estimated cost of $320,000. It is essential 
that all military personnel of the station be able to swim and to be 
able to take care of themselves in water. Most of these personnel 
will be members of aircraft crews whose duty will take them on over- 
water missions. The pool will be equipped with the Gilbert dunker 
and other devices used for survival training and combat. techniques, 
including simulated escapes from downed aircraft and sinking ships. 

The 15th line item is for construction of a service road at the 
estimated cost of $28,000. Original plans called for construction of 
an incinerator for burning the trash and refuse collected on the station. 

Subsequent studies showed that the sanitary fill method of refuse 
disposal is feasible and more economical than incineration. <A rela- 
tively remote area of the station has been designated as the disposal 
area. The proposed line item will provide a hard-surfaced road for 
trucking the refuse from the main parts of the station to the disposal 


area. 
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The 16th line item is for erection of security fencing at the estimated 
cost of $62,000. The area adjacent to this new master jet base is 
agricultural and cattle land. After the crops have been harvested, 
livestock are grazed on the stubble. The fencing is required not only 
to prevent cattle from straying into the flight operations area, endan- 
gering aircraft and vehicle operation, but also to prevent aircraft 
operations from endangering persons who might stray into hazard- 
ous areas. 

The final Lemoore line item in the program is for site improvement 
at the estimated cost of $100,000. The hot, dry summers prevalent at 
this location indicate the need for seeding and planting for erosion 
control. This work must be done to prevent such things as dust, weed, 
rodent, fire, and health hazards. 

Windborne dust carries the fungus spores of the valley fever coc- 
cidioidomycosis. This item will provide for the protective seeding 
of selected station areas. It will exclude those areas already included 
as parts of other line items and those outlying areas which will be 
made available for outlease. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection that item is approved. 

Mr. SuatinsHek. Naval Air Station, Miramar, Calif.: Maintenance 
facilities, $2,019,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The seventh project, consisting of three line items 
for $2,019,000, is at the Naval Air Station, Miramar, Calif. Like 
Lemoore, this is a west coast master jet station. 

The first line item is for construction of a jet engine maintenance 
shop at the estimated cost of $1,233,000. Similar facilities have been 
authorized previously for the other master jet stations. 

Where jet aircraft operations are of the great magnitude of those 
carried on at this station, efficiency and economy dictate that the 
routine maintenance and repair work be done at the base. This 
eliminates the need to crate and ship the engines to the shop at the 
industrial seaport station of this master jet complex, the Naval Air 
Station, North Island, San Diego, where more thorough, but in this 
case, unnecessary, work is done on jet engines. The maintenance 
and rework to be performed at the proposed shop requires a produc- 
tion line technique. It includes checking of the electrical and hydrau- 
lic systems, engine buildups, hot and cold section inspection and 
repairs, and internal combustion section repairs. 

he second item is for construction of a turbojet engine test facility 
at. the estimated cost of $663,000. Experience has indicated the need 
for one complete test cell with control room for each 100 jet aircraft 
assigned to a station. The station now has only one such adequate 
test cell. This line item will provide the additional two test cells 
required. Jet engines which have undergone maintenance and repair 
work require checking and testing prior to installation in the airframe. 
These tests include leak checks, main and emergency starts, r.p.m. 
settings, acceleration characteristics, thrust vibration, and all the other 
tests necessary to assure that the engine is in proper working order. 

The third line item for Miramar is an aircraft power check facility 
at the estimated cost of $123,000. This is the third such facility 
being requested in this program. I have previously outlined the 
requirement for the other two for the Meridian and Cecil Field sta- 
tions. Runup tests and adjustments are required on jet engines after 
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each replacement, after prescribed periodic maintenance checks, line 
maintenance repairs, and teacnneity in the investigation of pilot 
discrepancy reports after flight. In order to accomplish full power 
runups safely, a facility must be provided which will be capable of 
withstanding high horizontal thrust loadings. The proposed facility 
will be capable of testing six aircraft simultaneously. 

Mr. SuatmnsHek. Naval Air Station, North Island, San Diego, 
Calif.: Maintenance facilities, $244,000. 

Admiral Crew: The next project is at the Naval Air Station, 
North Island, San Diego, Calif., for construction of a helicopter 
rotor blade test facility at the estimated cost of $244,000. As I men- 
tioned previously, this is the industrial seaport station of the Miramar 
master jet complex. It is comparable to the Naval Air Station, Jack- 
sonville, Fla., where the east coast counterpart of the proposed 
facility is in operation. 

The North Island station is the overhaul point for all helicopters 
operating in the Pacific Fleet. This station already has a helicopter 
rotor blade test facility capable of whirling the small blades in use 
on older helicopters. However, a facility is needed for testing rotor 
blades up to 90 feet in length of the newer, large helicopters. These 
high performance aircraft demand accuracy in the balancing and 
matching of blades for satisfactory operation. The proposed facility 
will be capable of spinning large diameter blades at high speeds in 
either clockwise or counterclockwise direction, with facilities for 
tracking, measuring of pitch-moment, and alinement and recording of 
characteristics. 

The CuHarrMAn. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SuatinsHex. Naval Air Station, Oceana, Va.: Operational 
facilities and maintenance facilities, $1,203,000. 

Admiral Cuew: The ninth project is at the fourth of our master 
jet stations, the Naval Air Station, Oceana, Va. It consists of four 
line items for the total amount of $1,203,000. 

The first line item is for construction of runway end zones and 
crash facility at the estimated cost of $580,000. The nature of the 
terrain in this tidewater area, beyond the ends of the runway, causes 
excessive damage to aircraft which overrun the pavement. Crash 
and rescue vehicles going to the aid of the damaged aircraft bog 
down in the soft soil. End zones and crash strip areas must be 
cleared and stabilized to minimize injury to personnel and damage to 
aircraft in aborted takeoffs and to provide a reasonably effective 
deacceleration area for aircraft overshooting the runway on landing. 

The second line item is for an optical landing system at the esti- 
mated cost of $80,000. This is similar to the facilities previously dis- 
cussed for the stations at Meridian and Cecil Field. It will provide 
for installation of two of these landing aids for use in training pilots 
for aircraft carrier landings. Proper use of these devices controls 
the landings and reduces accident rates with attendant saving in 
equipment costs and injury or death of highly trained personnel. 

The third line item is for construction of an aircraft power check 
facility at the estimated cost of $295,000. This is the fourth such 
facility proposed in this program. It will have the same capacity as 
the one discussed for Cecil Field, being capable of testing four air- 
craft simultaneously. The major difference in cost between the two 
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facilities is due to the fact that the Oceana facility requires a tow wa 
A ae 7,300 feet longer than the tow way at Cecil Field. 
6 facility will permit the runup tests and adjustments required 
on jet engines after each replacement, after periodic maintenance 
checks, line maintenance repairs, and frequently, in the investigation 
of pilot discrepancy reports after flight. The high power runup test- 
7, is the best method for evaluating the jet engines prior to flight. 
he final line item is for construction of aircraft maintenance 
buildings at the estimated cost of $248,000. Line maintenance func- 
tions have been carried on at this station in a number of portable, 
temporary wood shacks. They are inadequate in space for current 
needs and have deteriorated beyond economical repair. This item 
will provide for the line maintenance buildings adjacent to the air- 
craft parking apron and one in the ground-handling equipment area 
to take care of line maintenance functions of the five squadrons 
assigned to the station. These proposed facilities will permit the 
squadron personnel to perform adequately the line operation func- 
tions essential in the daily preparation of aircraft for flight, includ- 
ing: imspection, adjustments, servicing, correction of minor 
discrepancies, and replacement of minor parts and accessories. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Admiral, I understand that your repricing 
brings that to $1,213,000? 

Admiral Cuew. $1,213,000 is correct, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that item is approved. And 
the item is made $1,213,000, instead of $1,203,000. 

Mr. Siatinsuek. Naval Air Station, Quonset Point, R.I.: Opera- 
tional facilities, $919,000. 

Admiral Cuew: The tenth and final unclassified project in this 
group consists of two line items for $919,000 at the Naval Air Station, 

uonset Point, R.I. This station supports operational missions 
involving reconnaissance, ASW, search and rescue, transport and 
utility aircraft, aircraft overhaul and repair, and is a primary avia- 
tion supply point in the New England area. 

The first line item is for the modification to aircraft fuel facility at 
the estimated cost of $674,000. This is another safety item, similar in 
purpose to the line item proposed for the Naval Air Station at Ala- 
meda. The purpose of the modification is to exclude jet fuel from the 
water-displacement, or aqua, system which is now in use. This is es- 
sential for control of the quality of jet fuel, since jet fuel has a specific 

ravity near that of water, and certain of its components are soluble 
in water. The construction will provide two pumping stations, above 
ground and underground fuel pipelines of several sizes, and other 
necessary features. 

The second line item is for a medium range radar facility at the es- 
timated cost of $245,000. This item is urgently required to provide 
flight safety control for the increased number of high-speed aircraft 
in the increasingly crowded airspace. The construction will include a 
building for housing, improved dual medium range radar equipment, 
a new antenna tower and radome with necessary power and connect- 
ing roads. The radome must. be remote from the control tower for peak 
efficiency and so that. the radome’s large size will not obstruct the view 
of tower traffic control personnel. 
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The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now, the next isthe Marine Corpsair stations. _ 

Mr. Statinsuex. Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort. 
S.C.: Operational facilities, $272,000. 

Admiral Curw. The third group of naval weapons facilities is for 
Marine Corps air stations. There are five unclassified line items at 
four stations in this group for a total amount of $2,838,000. In addi- 
tion, one line item, for the station at Yuma, Ariz., is classified and is 
included in section 202 of the bill. These stations are required for 
operational training of Marine Corps aviation personnel, in various 
combat. functions, including close support of Marine Corps ground 
forces and augmentation of the Navy’s fleet operations. 

The first project in this group is at the Marine Corps Auxiliary Air 
Station, Beaufort, 8.C., for taxiways at the estimated cost of $272,000. 
The present path for aircraft moving to and from the maintenance 
hangar and the southerly end of the southeast-northwest runway is 
circuitous and dangerous, passing through the parking and mainte- 
nance areas of two tactical fighter squadrons. The proposed construc- 
tion will provide a taxiway direct from the maintenance hangar to the 
end of runway, thereby eliminating the existing taxiing hazard. In 
addition, a short taxiway from the runway to the operations building, 
and a parking apron for search and rescue helicopters, are included as 
parts of this line item. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. StatrnsHek. Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, N.C.: 
Operational facilities and utilities, $1,611,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The second project, consisting of two line items 
for a total of $1,611,000, is at the Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry 
Point, N.C. This is the major east coast Marine Corps air station, and 
is comparable, in many respects, toa Navy master jet station. 

The first line item is for replacement of aircraft parking apron ar 
the estimated cost of $316,000. The existing parking apron for the 
planned aircraft loading is acceptable insofar as area alone is con- 
cerned. However, approximately 25,400 square yards of the existing 
302,000 square yards of apron is flexible pavement which has become 
badly deteriorated. It is needed for parking 22 tactical jet fighters and 
1 transport aircraft. The high temperature of jet blasts has disin. 
tegrated the pavement, with the result that loose pavement particles 
are sucked into the engines. This damages the engines and may cause 
plane crashes and loss of life. The proposed line item will provide for 
replacement of the deteriorated flexible pavement with rigid pavement. 

The second line item is for extension of utility lines at the estimated 
cost of $1,295,000. This item is urgently required to provide utilities 
to buildings recently completed or now under construction. Buildings 
in the overhaul and repair, Navy supply and public works areas are 
dependent on this item to meet their steam requirements for heat and 
industrial functions. The mains supplying the family housing and 
BOQ areas of the station have become so saturated by new lateral 
feeders that the fire protection, telephone, and electric services have be- 
come inadequate. Voltage fluctuation now disrupts the operation of 
navigational aids and operations facilities. Extension of the various 
utility lines as proposed under this line item will correct the serious 
deficiencies. 
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The Cuairman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SuatinsuHek. Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, Calif. : Utili- 
ties and ground improvements, $559,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The third project is at the Marine Corps Air 
Station, El Toro, Calif., for relocation of power lines and road at 
the estimated cost of $558,000. This is the west coast counterpart 
of the Cherry Point station. The main runway from which 75 per- 
cent of the airfield operations are conducted has been lengthened 
in recent years to accommodate the modern, high performance jet 
aircraft assigned to the station. Power lines traverse an area 
dangerously close to the southeasterly end of this runway. The 
power lines and a station road are also close to the westerly end of 
the other main runway of the station. The power lines seriously 
jeopardize pilots engaged in flight operations and have been directly 
involved in several major aircraft accidents. The road involved is 
about 1,200 feet from the end of the runway. It has been crossed 
many times by overrunning aircraft, endangering lives and property. 
The proposed relocation of the facilities will eliminate these dangers. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Siatrnsuek. Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, 
Hawaii: Operational facilities, $397,000. 

The final unclassified project in this group is at the Marine Corps 
Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Hawaii, for modification to air- 
craft fuel facility at the estimated cost of $397,000. This line item 
is required as a safety of flight measure, the same purpose as the two 
items I previously described for the Naval Air Stations at Alameda 
and Quonset Point. It will provide for changing the jet fuel storage 
from the existing aqua system to a pumped system, to eliminate the 
danger of dispensing jet fuel with water in suspension. The exist- 
ing tanks, installed in 1941, have become so corroded that their 
further usefulness has been impaired. Therefore, in addition to the 
installation of pumping station, above and underground fuel pipe- 
lines, this line item will also include construction of two tanks, each 
of 27,000-barrel capacity, to replace the existing corroded tanks. 

Keng CuarrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. All 
night. 

Siow, the next is “special purpose stations.” 

Mr. Suatinsuek. “Naval Air Development Center, Johnsville, 
Pa.: Research, development, and test facilities,” $1,334,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The fourth and final group of projects in the class 
of naval weapons facilities inside the United States, is for special 
purpose stations. Included in this group are four unclassified line 
items at three stations for a total of $3,788,000. These are covered 
in section 201 of the bill. The other projects in this group are classi- 
fied. They consist of nine line items at two stations for $5,911,000. 
These stations support the Navy’s research, development, test, and 
evaluation program. A line item at one of these activities, in classi- 
fied status, is for Ordnance functions. The remaining line items are 
at aeronautical activities. 

The first. project is at the Naval Air Development Center, Johns- 
ville, Pa., for an inertial guidance test facility at the estimated cost of 
$1,334,000. Recent advances in the development of inertial naviga- 
tion and guidance for missiles, air-breathing pilotless aircraft, piloted 
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aircraft, surface ships, and submarines, has resulted in remarkable 
improvements in accuracy. The major and important value of this 
equipment is that the guidance system, once set in motion, cannot be 
jammed or affected by countermeasures. To achieve this accuracy 
and reliability, extreme sensitiveness to acceleration is necessary in 
the equipment. The proposed line item will provide a unique, shock- 
proof structure, built in a remote area of the station on one of the 
most stable rock formations in the North American Continent. A|- 
though commercial facilities of a similar type are available, they are 
not capable of testing to the degree of accuracy required. This Navy 
facility will be used to test and check the fully assembled equipment 
and its components, to insure that the manufacturers actually meet 
the exact specifications. This should result in lessening the number 
of rejects and eventually, to lower cost of the product. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHEK. “Naval Air Station, Patuxent River, Md.: Util- 
ities,” $2,116,000. 

Admiral Curw. The next project is at the Naval Air Station, 
Patuxent River, Md., for replacement of the heating plant high tem- 
perature water system at the estimated cost of $2,116,000. Included 
as the chief component of the station is the Naval Air Test Center, 
which has for its mission the testing and evaluation of aircraft and 
their various parts. The capacity of the central heating plant is 
less than 70 percent of the total heating load. Excessive corrosion 
in four of the old boilers, inadequate circulating pump capacity, and 
lack of accumulators and controls—all contribute to an expensive and 
unreliable operation. Six separately located, hand-fired boilers have 
been salvaged from scrap in an attempt to meet heating loads. Ex- 
cessive tonnage of coal is burned because of the inefficient heating 
plant and excessive losses in the steam distribution system. These 
critical conditions will be overcome only upon installation of the 
proposed improvements. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Suatinsuex. “Naval Missile Center, Point Mugu, Calif. : Op- 
erational facilities,” and on “San Nicolas Island, utilities,” $338,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The third project consists of two line items at the 
estimated cost of $338,000 for the Naval Missile Center, Point Mugu, 
Calif. The station conducts tests and evaluation of guided missiles 
and systems and supports the Pacific Missile Range. 

The first line item for “Stabilization of runway end zone at the 
estimated cost of $264,00. This is similar to the line item for the 
Naval Air Station at Oceana which I discussed earlier in this hearing, 
wm that the soil here is coarse, noncompacted materiai which is in- 
capable of safely supporting the high performance aircraft operating 
at this station. A stabilized area about 1,000 feet beyond the 
southerly end of the northeast-southwest a will be built up of 
compacted, select material, and sealed with asphalt. A culvert will be 


constructed under the fill for proper drainage; and a short blast pad 
of soil cement will be weorhied 
engine exhausts. 

The second line item is on the San Nicolas Island annex to the 
missile center for improvements to electrical distribution at the esti- 
mated cost of $74,000. The electrical demands of new equipment in 
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existing and planned facilities are considerably greater than the 
present distribution system can safely accept. The voltage drops 
which result from this condition will cause reduction in the output of 
transmitter equipment, a loss in antenna energy, a decrease in elec- 
tronic equipment sensitivity, and a decrease in the reliability of test 
data. Replacement of the undersized distribution lines with larger 
cable and related improvements in the system are essential for proper 
operation of the island facilities. The missile center, as well as the 
Pacific Missile Range, are dependent on the island facilities for much 
of the important work being undertaken at these activities. 

The CHarmman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now the next subject matter is suply facilities. 

Mr. StatinsHEeK. “Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, District of 
Columbia: Administrative facilities,” $85,000. 

Admiral Lone. The requested authorization in this program for 
supply facilities under the management control of the Bureau of Sup- 
plies and Accounts totals $1,351,000 for five items. 

One of the items will provide for the physical installation of an 
electronic data-processing machine for effective accomplishment of 
material and operating management functions. 

An item is proposed to provide controlled humidity storage in 
several warehouses in order that vital materials can be effectively 
maintained for issue to the fleet. 

It is also planned to provide shelters for a large number of small 
boats which are principally used for fleet amphibious operations. 

Another item will provide required effective supply support in the 
field of special weapons. 

The remaining item is necessary to eliminate the discharge of raw 
sewage into waterways in violation of State law. 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman, the next class of facilities in the 
Navy’s program is supply facilities. This group includes five line 
items at four stations, all in the United States, at a total cost of 
$1,351,000. One of these line items, costing $248,000, is classified and 
is included in section 202 of the bill. Supply centers, depots, agencies, 
and offices discharge the basic functions of determination, procure- 
ment, and distribution of Navy material requirements. These activi- 
ties are responsible for the timely replenishment of combatant and 
mobile support ships wherever deployed, as well as for furnishing 
material requirements to naval installations such as shipyards, opera- 
ating bases, air stations, and so forth. 

The first project is at the offices of the Bureau of Supplies and 
Accounts, District of Columbia, for alterations to existing office space 
for electronic data processing machine installation, or EDPM, as it is 
called, at the estimated cost of $85,000. This is the headquarters of 
the Navy’s supply system. Since the Bureau is engaged in managing 
things rather than producing them, the EDPM is required for the 
effective and efficient maintenance and reporting of bureau appropri- 
ation accounting and other accrued expenditures, financial inventory 
control, manpower information, stores accounting, budget prepara- 
tion, and related recordkeeping for both material and operating 
management functions. Available space at the headquarters in the 
Navy annex will be altered to accommodate the EDPM. This 
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planned tape operated system will provide the speed, flexibility, and 
accuracy essential to the functions and operations of the Bureau. 

The CHairmMan. Wtihout objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SiatrnsueKk. Naval Supply Center, Oakland, Calif.: Utilities, 
$358,000. 

Admiral Curw. The third project is at the Naval Supply Center, 
Oakland, Calif. This center is the primary material distribution 
point in support of the Pacific Fleet and the Pacific theater of oper- 
ations. The unclassified line item at this center is for construction of 
sewage collection lines at the estimated cost of $358,000. There are 
20 sources of sewage within the center which discharge directly into 
San Francisco Bay in violation of a California State law. Executive 
Order 10014 of 1948 directs compliance with State laws relative to 
the abatement of pollution of waterways. The proposed line item 
will correct this condition by construction of new sewer lines for 
collecting the raw sewage from these 20 sources, by modernization of 
two existing sewage pumping stations and provision of two new 
pumping stations to convey the sewage to the existing trunk sewer 
of the municipal sewage treatment system. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Naval Supply Center, Norfolk, Va.: Supply facil- 
ities, $151,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The next project is at the Naval Supply Center, 
Norfolk, Va., for humidity control for warehouses at the estimated 
cost of $151,000. This center, the east coast. counterpart of the naval 
supply cener at Oakland, is the Atlantic Fleet’s major continental 
supply support base. The project will be for the conversion of three 
existing warehouses to controlled humidity storage space. This stor- 
age space will protect electronic, ordnance, and ship repair parts and 
equipment, valued at approximately $68 million, from the damaging 
effects of uncontrolled atmospheric humidity. This will reduce peri- 
odic inspections, reduce preservation and cyclic represervation re- 
quirements, provide a holding area where material deterioration will 
be retarded, and continuously maintain materials in the same con- 
dition as they are received. The effectiveness and value of this system 
has been proven by Navy experience. 

The CuatrMANn. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. StatrnsHeK. Naval Supply Depot, San Diego, Calif.: Supply 
facilities, $509,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The final unclassified project in this group is at 
the Naval Supply Center, San Diego, Calif., for construction of 
boat storage sheds at the estimate cost of $509,000. This center is 
the principal west coast issuing and receiving activity for small boats 
needed for amphibious operations, personnel, and cargo use and shore 
patrol. The storage sheds are required to protect over 280 wooden 
boats from rapid deterioration due to sun, rain, fog, and condensa- 
tion. The protection of the sheds will reduce the excessive deteriora- 
tion, increase average life expectancy about 7 years, reduce mainte- 
nance and repair, and protect equipment in the boats. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now the next subject is the Marine Corps facilities. 

(The statement of General Allen is as follows:) 
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The Marine Corps construction program for fiscal year 1961 is 
designed to provide only the necessary minimum facilities to prop- 
erly house the Marine Corps and to provide only those facilities 
that_are absolutely essential to support the training program of 
the Marine Corps. This construction program is composed of 14 
line items at eight continental activities with a total valuation of 
$5,011,000. It has been developed from guidelines established by 
the Department of Defense, and represents only the most urgent 
requirements. 

The Marine Corps is still utilizing many temporary structures 
which were originally designed with a 5-year life expectancy and 
built during the early stages of World War II. Materials used in 
the construction of these facilities consist basically of second-grade 
lumber, canvas, or quonset huts. The maintenance costs required to 
keep these temporary facilities in the minimum state of repair and 
serviceability are guarded. Expenditures of maintenance funds on 
a high rate on such structures places them in the program for re- 
placement. The Marine Corps believes that readiness is related to 
men, material, and facilities in equal proportions. Our program is 
based on a proper balance of these factors. 

Mr. StatinsueK. Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany, Ga.: 
Maintenance facilities, $65,000. 

General Auten. Mr. Chairman, the Marines request authorization 
this year in the amount of $5,011,000 for military construction at 
eight of our continental activities. 

The first line item is for the installation of a ventilation system in 
the repair shop at Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany, Ga., at an 
estimated cost of $65,000. This supply center provides facilities for 
the storage, preservation, repair, issue and procurement of material 
required for the logistical support of Marine Corps units east of the 
Mississippi River and in the Atlantic and Mediterranean areas. In 
the course of major overhaul work on combat vehicles and equip- 
ment at the repair shop of this activity, hot caustic acids are used 
for cleaning assemblies, components and parts. The present ven- 
tilation system on these cleaning tanks does not sufficiently exhaust 
the acid fumes. The resulting high concentration of caustic acid 
fumes creates extremely adverse and unhealthy working conditions. 
This item will provide an adequate ventilation system which will 
alleviate the present health hazard and substantially improve work- 
ing conditions in this repair facility. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that item is approved, 

Mr. SiatinsHeKk. Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, Calif.: 
Supply facilities, $82,000. 

a Auten. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is for the construc- 
tion of a concrete paved loading. and unloading area at the Yermo 
area, Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, Calif., at an estimated 
cost of $82,000. This supply center is the counterpart of the instal- 
lation at Albany, Ga., and has the mission of furnishing logistical 
support for Marine Corps units west of the Mississippi River and in 
the Pacific Ocean area. In furtherance of this mission, the con- 
struction of a central repair facility at the Yermo area of this 
supply center was approved by Congress in Fiscal Year 1958, at a 
cost. of $6,069,000. This shop is now under construction and sched- 
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uled for completion in June 1960. When it is put into service 
sometime this summer, all heavy equipment such as tanks, LVT’s, 
tracked construction equipment, trucks and other vehicles, being 
returned to this supply center for repair, modification or other work, 
will be delivered directly to the Yermo area. Since most such equip- 
ment is shipped by rail, mobile cranes will be used to lift the og 
ment from the railears. Similarly, outgoing shipments must 
lifted onto railcars. No pavement exists in the present railroad yard, 
and operation of the mobile cranes on the native sandy soil has proven 
impossible. This line item will provide the firm, level base required 
for the operation of such cranes and is considered the most. economical 
and feasible method of meeting this urgent. requirement. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHEeK. Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, N.C.: Troop 
housing, $433,000. 

General ALLEN. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is for the construc- 
tion of bachelor officers’ quarters at Marine Corps Base, Camp 
Lejeune, N.C., at an estimated cost of $433,000. The mission of this 
base (the home of the 2d Marine Division) is to provide housing, 
training facilities, and certain administrative and logistical support 
for Fleet Marine Force units assigned to this installation. In addi- 
tion, this base conducts specialized schools and advanced combat 
training as directed. To do their jobs properly, people need decent 
plone to live. There are at present 674 rooms available for occupancy 

y bachelor officers at Camp Lejeune. But only 72 of the rooms are 
adequate for assignment to officers of junior and intermediate grades. 
The remainder are considered inadequate because of small rooms and 
inadequate toilet facilities. Not only are most of the rooms too small 
for the needs of an officer, but it is necessary to assign two officers to 
many of them because of the demand for rooms. 

Although it is intended to improve some of the existing BOQ’s as 
funds may become available in the future, a requirement for additional 
BOQ rooms will still exist as personnel loads indicate a total require- 
ment in excess of 800. This line item is designed to provide a standard 
BOQ with adequate accommodations for 52 junior officers. Failure to 
obtain this item will further aggravate an already serious morale 
problem generated by the small inadequate bedrooms and community 
toilet facilities now existing in the BOQ’s at this station. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHEeK. Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, S.C.: 
Troop housing, and community facilities, $1,455,000. 

General ALLEN. The next two line items provide for a barracks and 
a religious activities center at Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris 
Island, S.C. at a total estimated cost of $1,455,000. This recruit depot 
provides for the reception and recruit training of enlisted men upon 
their first entry into the Marine Corps. This depot also conducts 
schools to train personnel in the administrative field, and also to train 
recruiters and field musics. 

The first of these items is for a 675-man barracks building at an 
estimated cost of $1,203,000. This item is the second and final incre- 
ment of permanent and adequate facilities for billeting recruits in the 
iy training area of this depot. The first increment approved 
by Congress in fiscal year 1958 for $1,707,000 provided for construc- 
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tion of five 180-man barracks and necessary alterations to the existing 
messhall which will be completed in 1960. 

The quonset huts being replaced by these permanent. barracks are 
temporary, corrugated-metal structures, 15 years old, which have out- 
lived their expected service life. They have been dismantled, stored in 
the open, and then reassembled twice. This moving has reduced the 
structural soundness and weatherproofness of the huts and excessive 
maintenance is required to maintain them in a very minimum livable 
condition. Congress fully recognized these unsatisfactory conditions 
in fiscal year 1958 and approved the first increment. Since this ap- 
proval, the living conditions and requirements have not changed in 
any respect. This item is still urgently required and will replace all 
the remaining hutments. 

The second item for this depot provides for the construction of a re- 
ligious activity center at an estimated cost of $252,000. Religion and 
religious training facilities play an important role in establishing a 
high morale among the recruits. Good morale is imperative for good, 
efficient training. The various buildings now used for religious activi- 
ties are inadequate in design, facilities, and construction. In addition, 
they are located away from the recruit area. The inability to create 
a religious atmosphere in these buildings, plus their distance from the 
recruit area, is not conducive to a large attendance. This item will 
provide an adequate religious activities building so necessary to carry 
out a program for the religious and spiritual welfare of the permanent 
military personnel of this station, their dependents, and recruits under- 
going training. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SuiatinsHek. Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, Calif.: 
Training facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, and utili- 
ties, $1,973,000. 

General AtLen. The next four line items, Mr. Chairman, provide for 
improvements to training, administrative, and housing facilities at 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, at a cost of $1,973,000. The 
mission of this base is similar to that of Camp Lejeune. It is the 
home of the 1st Marine Division. The facilities situation at Camp 
Pendleton is becoming acute. The base was established in 1942 and all 
construction accomplished at that time was temporary wartime and 
emergency construction. The facilities have deteriorated to a point 
where they are no longer economical to maintain. 

The first of these four items is for the construction of a combat train- 
ing school at Camp Kraus for an estimated cost of $460,000. At 
present, there are eight formal schools conducted at this station. The 
existing school building is a temporary, World War IT, wooden struc- 
ture which is rapidly approaching complete unserviceability. This 
item will provide a permanent school building for the classroom train- 
ing necessary to meet the academic requirements of the formal schools 
conducted at this base. 

The second item for this base provides for the construction of two 
administration buildings at Camp Kraus at an estimated cost of 
$470,000 to replace the existing unserviceable, temporary, World War 
II structures now being used. One administration building will be 
built in each of the battalion areas for which permanent barracks and 
utilities have already been authorized. 
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The third item for Camp Pendleton is for construction of two per- 
manent messhalls, also in the Camp Krausarea. The estimated cost of 
the item is $845,000. These sneaitibdbe will replace existing messhalls 
which have become completely unserviceable and so badly deteriorated 
as to create a sanitation problem. The item will provide messing 
facilities for the two battalion areas already authorized permanent 
facilities. 

The fourth and last item for Camp Pendleton provides for the in- 
stallation of an adequate heating system for buildings located in the 
Camp Phillips area of the base. The estimated cost of this line item 
is $198,000. It will replace the existing direct-fired domestic water 
boilers and household-type oil-burning space heaters which have 
passed their life’s usefulness. This item will provide all necessary 
equipment within the buildings and the supply and return lines to 
connect them to the central heating system now under construction, 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Marine Corps 

The Cuarrman. We are on page 17, line 15, Mr. Hardy. Quantico. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SiatrnsHek. Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Va. : Operational 
and training facilities, $715,000. 

General Auten. The next two line items, Mr. Chairman, provide 
for a research library and a combat conditioning facility at Marine 
Corps schools, Quantico, Va., for a total cost of $715,000. The Marine 
Corps schools train officers in the tactics and techniques of warfare 
with particular emphasis on amphibious operations. In addition, this 
activity develops, in coordination with other services, for tactics, tech- 
niques, and equipment employed by landing forces in amphibious 
warfare. 

The first of these two line items is for the construction of a research 
library at Breckinridge Hall, Marine Corps Educational Center, at a 
cost of $210,000. The operation of schools is the principal mission of 
this activity. The present library is completely inadequate in size 
to provide the research facilities required. Overloading of the avail- 
able space has resulted in the destruction of material that otherwise 
would be retained for research purposes, has severely limited stock 
and catalog space, and has ound vokaeel and reduction in new acqui- 
sitions for this library. Adequate space does not exist in the existing 
building nor in any other buildings at this station to provide the 
desired library facility. This line item will provide adequate space 
for the classified and technical sections of the research library, while 
the general library research section will continue to utilize the present 
library space in Breckinridge Hall. 

The second of these two line items for Quantico is for construction 
of a combat conditioning facility at the basic school at an estimated 
cost of $505,000. The mission of the basic school is to educate newly 
commissioned officers in the high standards of knowledge, esprit de 
corps, and leadership traditional in the Marine Corps. An urgent 
need exists at this school for an indoor, all-weather, combat training 
tank complete with facilities for the use and storage of related train- 
ing aids, locker rooms, showers and toilet facilities. This tank is 
required to provide year-round instruction in combat. swimming pro- 
cedures and life-saving techniques required in the training of a 
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combat-ready Marine officer. The locker room facility is designed to 
serve the gymnasium-drill hall as well as the tank. This item is 
required to provide adequate centralized facilities for the operation 
of the Marine Corps Basic School. 

The CuairMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Marine Corps Recruit Depot, San Diego, Calif. : 
Training facilities, $73,000. 

General Auten. Mr. Chairman, the next line item is for the con- 
struction of a communication-electronics school building at Marine 
Corps Recruit Depot, San Diego, Calif., at an estimated cost of 
$73,000. The mission of this recruit depot is similar to that of Parris 
Island; that is, the training of recruits and conducting specialist 
schools. The electronics school, the only existing Marine Corps 
school for this type of training, is located at this station. This school 
has the mission of training Marine Corps personnel on radar and elec- 
tronic equipment organic to the Fleet Marine Force. At present, this 
school is using some existing temporary structures, not designed for 
this type of specialized training. These facilities consist of three 
corrugated-metal storage buildings, completely unsuitable for either 
laboratory or classroom instruction, and located some 4,000 feet from 
the remainder of the school facilities. This item will provide one 
permanent-type school building with adequate laboratory and class- 
room space. This new building will house a portion of the school 
facilities now using the three metal storage buildings and will be 
supplied with the special 400-cycle power source which is now re- 
quired for the newer radar equipment. It is not economically feasi- 
ble to modify the existing metal storage buildings to provide adequate 
classroom and laboratory space nor to install the special power 
required. 

he CuarrMAan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr, SiatinsueKk. Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, Calif. : 
Utilities, $215,000. 

General Auten. The last two line items of this program, Mr. 
Chairman, provide for sewage system improvement and an additional 
water well at Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, Calif., at an 
estimated cost of $215,000. The mission of this base is to furnish 
housing service, and training facilities for Fleet Marine Force units, 
particularly field artillery, antiaircraft artillery and guided-missile 
units. 

The first of these items is for improvements to the sewage disposal 
system at an estimated cost of $125,000. Reclaimed sewage water is 
now used for flushing toilets and urinals in 82 barracks buildings at 
this base. As a result, an extremely dangerous pollution potential 
exists. If this sewage water should ever enter the fresh-water sys- 
tem, a serious epidemic could develop before the contamination was 
discovered. This item provides for the conversion of the flushing 
system in these 82 barracks buildings to fresh water and the installa- 
tion of area irrigation systems to dispose of the excess sewage water. 

The last line item in the program is for an additional water well 
at this base at an estimated cost of $90,000. During the summer 
months, consumption of water at the rate of about 4+ million gallons 
per day isrequired. Our present water wells are capable of supplying 
approximately 3,300,000 gallons per day. The additional water cannot 
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be Ses pee without exceeding the limitation on fluoride content pre- 
scribed by the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery. This additional well 
will supplement the present water supply and in addition provide ad- 
ditional water in the event one of the existing wells is out of service 
for any length of time or in case of a major fire outbreak. The water 
supplied will be of high quality and low fluoride content. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now the next subject matter is “Service school facilities.” 

(The statement of Adm. W. R. Smedberg IIT is as follows:) 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it is a privilege to appear before 
you in support of items in the military construction bill for activities under 
the management control of the Chief of Naval Personnel. 

These specific needs stem from the broad framework of the Navy’s current and 
projected objectives and are geared to advances in science and technology as 
related to new weapons systems. Each requirement of the Navy to train and 
support its personnel is part of a midrange program to provide the scope and 
degree of services necessary to carry out peacetime missions. 

The basic scientific technical advances which already have produced many 
changes in the Navy will continue to generate new procedures and techniques. 
The training required therefore, must be provided in a timely manner, in order 
that the skills of our personnel can keep pace with material developments. 
Increased training emphasis is being given to accelerated new developments in 
missiles, nuclear propulsion, atomic weapons, antisubmarine warfare, long-range 
sonar and tactical-data processing systems. Planning for our physical plant 
is geared to the necessity of keeping ahead of the need for trained personnel 
in these new areas and, at the same time, provide for normal and conventional 
requirements. 

Mr. StatinsHek. Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.: Troop housing, 
$6 million. 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman, the sixth class of facilities in the 
program is service school facilities. In this group there are 17 line 
items at 7 stations at a cost of $24,362,000. Two of the line items 
at separate stations, for $1,542,000, are classified, and are included 
in section 202 of the bill. The Bureau of Naval Personnel is respon- 
sible for the entry, indoctrination, training, administration, and well- 
being of all naval personnel. The need for the projects in this pro- 
gram is to satisfy the minimum current requirements in the training 
of personnel in the full gamut of naval operations. 

The first project is at the Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md., for 
rehabilitation of Bancroft Hall at the estimated cost of $6 million. 
This is the first of three planned increments for the major rehabilita- 
tion and modernization of Bancroft Hall. The basic structure, in- 
cluding basement and galley, was built in 1902 to 1906. Additional 
wings were built in 1918 and 1941. Two new wings for 1,100 mid- 
shipment are now under construction. Large areas of the old flooring 
are worn out and require replacement. Condensation and leaky 
water pipes and connections have caused the plaster to fall off the 
walls and ceilings in numerous places. The water, steam heating, and 
electrical systems are old and deteriorated and cannot be made to 
give adequate service short of almost complete replacement. Although 
the building is structurally sound, considerable areas of the exterior 
walls, roofing, gutters, and adjoining paved surfaces need repairs. 
In summary, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the old 
portions of Bancroft Hall, a representative institution of education 
of the U.S. Government, is deplorably in need of major overhaul. 

The Cuamrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 
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Mr. StatinsHek. Navy Supply Corps School, Athens, Ga.: Medical 
facilities, and real estate, $193,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The second project in this group consists of two 
line items in the amount of $193,000 at the Navy Supply Corps School, 
Athens, Ga. The mission of this school is to train naval officers in 
all aspects of disbursing and supply. 

The first line item is for construction of a small dispensary at the 
estimated cost of $133,000. This facility is needed to provide proper 
medical care for close to 630 military personnel, including 500 stu- 
dents, assigned to the school, plus approximately 1,100 of their de- 
pendents and a small number of retired personnel. There is a 
temporary dispensary at the school, but it is located on the first floor 
of the bachelor officers’ quarters. The space and layout of this dis- 
pensary are wholly inadequate for the purpose, and the only access to 
the upper two floors of the BOQ is through the dispensary. These 
inadequacies prevent the provision of proper medical care; perpetuate 
the hazard of cross infection, interference with the proper control 
and administration of the dispensary and BOQ; and utilize space 
urgently needed by the BOQ. 

The second line item is for acquisition of land at the estimated cost 
of $60,000. The present site of the Navy school, approximately 40 
acres in area, was purchased from the University of Georgia in 1953. 
The additional land required for school purposes, consists of 18 acres 
adjacent to the present site. It is also owned by the university. All 
usable areas of the present site are allocated to various uses under the 
master plan of the station. No space is available for such current 
requirements as athletic fields for the intramural sports program and 
for construction of family housing for the teaching staff and station 
personnel. Local concerns have expressed interest in acquiring this 
site for commercial or industrial uses which could well be detrimental 
to the Navy school’s purposes. Officials of the university have ac- 
knowledged their appreciation of this situation and have informally 
expressed their willingness for the Navy to acquire this land. 

‘he CHarMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SuatrnsHen. Fleet Air Defense Training Center, Dam Neck, 
Va. : Troop housing, $669,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The third project is at the Fleet Air Defense Train- 
ing Center, Dam Neck, Va. The single unclassified line item for this 
center is for construction of barracks at the estimated cost of $669,000. 
The Navy has two such training centers—this one, and one on the west 
coast. The mission of this center is to provide operational training in 
all aspects of naval air defense, except in guided missiles and asso- 
ciated control equipment, but including coordinated task group air 
defense at both ship and staff level and guided missile tactics as a part 
thereof; to provide support for the naval guided missiles schools; and 
for other ealated functions. The expanding training requirements in 
guided missiles, the Polaris program and the new naval tactical data 
system have resulted in a considerable increase in the enlisted person- 
nel loading. 

There are now barracks spaces for 880 enlisted men, although there 
is a requirement for berthing about 2,480. This leaves a deficiency of 
nearly 1,600 spaces. Since all the school facilities for this type of 
training are located at Dam Neck, it is not feasible to utilize existing 
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berthing facilities which may be available at another distant activity. 
The proposed line item would provide barracks to accommodate 330 
enlisted men as the first increment of this urgent requirement. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. StatrnsHek. Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Il.: Utili- 
ties and ground improvements, $125,000. 

Admiral Curew. The fourth project is for alterations to station 
entrances and roads at the estimated cost of $125,000 at the Naval 
Training Center, Great. Lakes, Ill. This center provides basic recruit 
oni, and primary, advanced, and specialized training for officer 
and enlisted personnel of the Regular Navy and the Naval Reserve. 
State Highway Route 42 borders the main station area and is the 
peewee: access road to the reservation. The highway carries a 

eavy volume of traffic, making the present on-grade station entrances 
from the road extremely hazardous. The State is now planning to 
improve the road to a four-lane divided highway. These plans in- 
corporate training center recommendations for location and design 
of grade separation structures for local traffic interchange which will 
permit grade-separated station entrances. This will require on-sta- 
tion road alteration and construction to connect these grade separa- 
tions. The new State-constructed grade separation ramps will not 
be completely functional with the existing roads until completion of 
this project. It will be impracticable to use the two present entrance 
roads after the new highway is built. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. Fleet Sonar School, Key West, Fla.: Training 
facilities, $922,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The fifth project is for construction of a fleet sonar 
school building, at the estimated cost of $922,000, at the Fleet Sonar 
School, Key West, Fla. The mission of the school is to train personnel 
in the tactical aspects of antisubmarine warfare and in the opera- 
tional and tactical use of sonar, ASW weapons, and allied equipment, 
and in the manipulation and maintenance of these devices and equip- 
ment. The greatly accelerated development and installation rate of 
new ASW equipment and the increasing complexity of new sonars 
and associated fire control systems have generated a need for addi- 
tional building space. Also, requirements for training personnel to 
operate and maintain the equipment have increased the workload of 
the school far beyond the present capability. This project will pro- 
vide the school with the additional space required for classrooms and 
installation of surface ship, submarine, airborne and landbased sonars, 
and ASW fire control systems which will be required in fiscal year 
1962 and subsequently for training in the vital ASW field. 

The Cuatrman. Now on the repricing I see you figured it would 
cost. $1,002,000 ? 

Admiral Cuew. That is correct, Mr. Chairman, $1,002,000. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the $922,000 is stricken out and 
we put in there $1,002,000. 

Now, I will read this to myself: “Naval Station, Washington 
Metropolitan area, on Government-owned lands. Operational facili- 
ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities and 
utilities, ground improvement, $14,911,000.” 
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Admral Cuew. The final unclassified project is for the naval sta- 
tion in Washington Metropolitan area on Government-owned land 
for an estimated cost of $14,911,000. This project is needed as a re- 
placement for the existing Naval Receiving Station at Anacostia 
which is in the path of progress of the construction of the freeway. 
The portion of the existing station which will not be occupied by this 
modern highway, is to be cleared and restored to its previous use as a 
park. In planning for the naval station, the Navy envisoned the 
utilization of the existing Government-owned facilities, built up and 
improved by the Navy over the years, at the Naval Air Station, Ana- 
costia. Availability of certain existing facilities, minimum costs, 
distance from places of work at the Pentagon and Navy Annex for 
the majority of personnel involved, were several of the factors ap- 
parently favorable to selection of this site. ‘The estimates of cost for 
the nine line items in this project have been made on the basis of this 
initial plan, with consideration having been given to maximum use 
of existing facilities. If it be determined that another Government- 
owned site is more feasible for use, the estimates would, naturally, 
have to be restudied. 

The following nine line items would be required as the first incre- 
ment to meet the requirements at the present Anacostia Naval Air 
Station: 

1. Heliport modifications, $114,000: This item is needed for con- 
struction of a passenger terminal and of paving to connect the east 
end of the runway with the parking apron. The helicopter unit now 
assigned to the station provides special security and emergency serv- 
ice to the Defense Department and other Government agencies. 
Upon completion of the Dulles International Airport, this centrally 
located facility can serve as the arrival point of American and foreign 
dignitaries who land at Dulles Airport. 

2. Administration building, $1,756,000: Office space is required for 
the command, administration, and operation of the station. Space 
is also required for the medical, dental, and logistic support of the 
personnel. This activity serves as the central point in Washington 
for personnel, legal, supply and Navy Exchange matters. The pro- 
posed line item will provide the space where these necessary and 
important functions are to be carried out. 

3. Barracks, $3,244,000: The two existing buildings used for berth- 
ing enlisted men are fire hazards. One of these is a multipurpose 
brick building in which enlisted men are berthed on the second and 
third floors. The other is a temporary, wood barracks building 
planned for demolition when suitable substitute facilities are avail- 
able. These two structures have bunking capacity of 1,523. The 
proposed new barracks would have space for 1,500 men, including 
station forces, transients, students at the several schools to be located 
at the station, and enlisted men serving at several nearby activities. 

4. Messhall, $3,076,000: Approximately 3,500 enlisted personnel 
will be residing at the naval station. The existing facilities are in 
two buildings. One of these is the multipurpose building I mentioned 
previously, which has a seating capacity of 200; the other is a tempo- 
rary, wood structure with seating capacity of 300. This wood build- 
ing is also a fire hazard which should be razed whenever adequate 
facilities are built. The proposed messhall will have a seating 
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capacity of 1,600, which, based on 2.5 seatings per meal, would pro- 
vide a nominal capacity for 4,000 personnel. 

5. Bachelor officers’ quarters with mess, $1,852,000: BOQ space 
with mess facilities is required for station bachelor officers, students 
at the Naval Intelligence School, and transients, including reservists 
on active duty. Occupancy of the BOQ at the receiving station varies 
between 200 and 300 throughout the year. A small BOQ exists at 
the air station which houses transient flight personnel. The pro- 
posed BOQ and mess will accommodate 150 officers. 

6. Brig, $262,000; The only brig in the area is at the naval re- 
ceiving station. Major activities utilizing the brig services includes 
the Naval Air Station, Patuxent River, Naval Air Station, Anacostia, 
naval security station, naval communication station, Marine Bar- 
racks, Henderson Hall and the Naval Weapons Laboratory, Dahlgren. 
It serves as a place of confinement for prisoners sentenced to less 
than 2 months, as a receiving and shipping point to Retraining 
Command, Portsmouth, N.H., and for prisoners confined for safe- 
keeping. The proposed brig will have a capacity for 75 men. 

7. Utilities extension, $1,974,000: Existing water, sewerage, steam, 
electric, and street lighting system have the capacity of serving less 
than 50 percent of the facilities required for the naval station. Under 
the proposed plan, these utilities would be extended or enlarged to 
provide adequate service for the naval station. 

8. Central heating plant, $2,213,000: The station now has three 
separate heating plants, not interconnected, which have « combined 
capacity of only one-third the steam requirement. The main plant is 
nearly 40 years old and has practically served its usefulness. The 
proposed single central heating plant would provide the most eco- 
nomical operation. The two South Capitol Street side plants would 
be retained for standby use. 

9. Roads, walks, and parking area, $420,000: Efficient design of 
the station makes maximum use of existing roads and walks, includ- 
ing use of aircraft runways. Approximately 94 percent of existing 
pavements are planned for reuse. The proposed line item provides 
for only minimum additional roads, walks, and parking area to give 
access to the new facilities. 

The CHatrman. Now, we must get some facts in regard to this 
because this is a new installation. And I want to get full information 
about it. 

Admiral Wirson. Mr. Chairman, this is not a new installation in 
the sense of something being brought into Washington. It is a re- 
placement for very dilapidated facilities that we have here now. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now tell us, so we can follow it in our 
mind, where these facilities are today. 

Admiral Witson. Part of these facilities are at the foot of the 
11th Street Bridge, just on the Anacostia side of the river. 

The CuHarrMan. Waitaminute. Where are they today / 

Admiral Wirson. I said part of them, what was formerly called 
the old receiving station, is just to the right of the 11th Street Bridge 
as you go over to Anacostia. 

The CuHarrman. Allright. 

Admiral Wixson. This property is not only in temporary, poorly 
housed buildings generally, but it is in the way of the new highway 
that iscoming through. This will cut off a part of it. 
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The Cuairman. Does the superhighway go through any of this 
property ¢ 

Admiral Wirson. It goes through part of that property; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How large an area is it down there, under the 
jurisdiction of the Navy ¢ 

Admiral Wixson. The property has never been under the juris- 
diction of the Navy. 

The Cuarrman. Well, itis under the Interior Department. 

Admiral Witson. Under Interior. 

The Cuarrman. How much of the Interior Department’s property 
are you using ¢ 

Admiral Wizson. Do you have the figures on that ? 

Mr. Keviener. 320 acres, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. 320 acres... How much is the superhighway 

Admiral Cuew. No, sir, It is about 60 of the Interior Department ; 
320 

Mr. Kevieuer. 320, Mr. Chairman, for the total station. 

The Cuairman. That is right, 320 for the total area. 

Sixty acres of which belongs to the Interior Department. Then the 
Navy owns the balance, is that correct ¢ 

Admiral Curw. The Navy owns about 300 acres; yes, sir, at the 
Naval Air Station, Anacostia. 

The Cuatrman. About 300 acres. Now how much of this property 
is the superhighway going to take up? How many acres? 

Admiral Cuew. The superhighway cuts immediately through the 
middle of this property and would render ineffective the use of cer- 
tain areas within the receiving station compound. 

The Cuarrman. Then the superhighway goes through the property. 

Admiral Curew. Through the property, yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And then you will have property on the right hand 
and property on the left hand of the superhighway ¢ 

Admiral Wixson. It will require the-—— 

The Cuairman. Well, the property is divided, isn’t it? Of course, 
a portion of it is going to be on one side of the highway and a portion 
of it is going to be on the other side of the highway. 

Admiral Witson. That is correct. 

The Cuarmman. Let the committee know what type of soil it is? 
Is this what you called made land or filled in land, or is it land with 
a good foundation ¢ 

Admiral Witson. The portion that now consists of a great part of 
the Naval Air Station at Anacostia is filled land. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Then it is land that was pumped 
in out of the river there when they were filling this land in. 

Admiral Wuson. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. That is a major portion of the 360 acres. 

Admiral Wirson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now what is stationed on this land today? What 
type of building? 

Admiral Witson. Well, the naval air station is there, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, is it wooden or is it brick or is it cement or 
what ? 

Admiral Wirson. It is both. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

They did not have to go so deep for the foundation. 
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Admiral Wiutson. Beg your pardon, sir? 
The Cyartrman. You did not have to put piling in for your 
foundation ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir; we did. 

Admiral Wirson. I think we did. 

Admiral Cuew. Those buildings are on piling. In fact, you can- 
not use a part of one building which isn’t on piling. 

The Cuarrman. Then are they permanent constructed buildings? 
Are they permanent buildings? 

_Admiral Cuew. Permanent buildings are on piling and are brick, 
sir. 

The CHarman. All right. How many permanent buildings have 
you there? 

Admiral Curew. Between 10 and 12, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Then it is a large number of buildings. 

Now, do you propose to abandon all of that, or do you propose to 
utilize that area over there ? 

Admiral Wixson. The plan we have now, Mr. Chairman, calls for 
the utilization of all of the permanent structure at Anacostia. 

The CuHamman. And then the balance of it. What would you do 
with it? 

Admiral Witson. Well, the balance of it is of the type of hangars 
and temporary structures of various kinds, which would be razed in 
order to carry out our plan down there. 

The CHamman. Now, the road goes through the middle of it. 
Some 10 or 15 permanent buildings are down there, on both sides of 
the road—are ps all on one side of the road? And you are going 
to use those ? 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt a second? I think 
there is a slight confusion as to the two locations. The Anacostia re- 
ceiving station is just opposite the 11th Street Bridge. The naval air 
station, with the permanent structures, is approximately to the right 
as you go off 

The Cuatrman. Then they are not contiguous pieces of property, 
then ? 

Admiral Wirson. No, sir; they are not. 

Admiral Curw. No, sir; they are not contiguous pieces of 
property. 

The CHarrmMan. It was running through my mind that they were 
contiguous. So they are right down at the river there, at the bridge, 
about 60 acres, isn’t it? 

The Cuarrman. And that isthe Interior Department’s property ? 

Admiral Cuew. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarmman. And then the Navy’s property is farther out in the 
area there? 

Admiral Cuew. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Some 300 acres ? 

Admiral Curew. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, what do you propose to do with the 60 acres 
under the Interior Department? Turn it back to the Interior De- 
partment ? 

Admiral Wiison. Yes, sir. 

















of 


re 
re, 


) 


he 


e- 


2961 


Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The CHairman. Then you are going to abandon that and let the 
Interior Department handle that ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then your piece of property, of some 300 acres, 
you propose to utilize as much on it as you can take; is that correct? 
Admiral Curew. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Witson. As much as we need. 

The Cuairman. Then do you propose to build other things on it? 
Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Wixison. We propose to utilize as much as we need, sir, 


' which is considerably less than the total acreage. 


The Cuaimman. Then put it this way, so everybody can understand 
it. 

There are two pieces of property and they are not contiguous. 
One belongs to the Interior Danese, of 60 acres, and 300 acres 
we will say belongs to the Navy. And there is a gap of other property 
in between there. And that property in between there will be dedi- 
cated to road purposes; is that correct? 

Admiral Witson. Not entirely, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Admiral Witson. The property in between is also Interior. 

The CnatrmMan. Does the road gothrough your land ¢ 

Admiral Wixtson. The exact location of that road with respect to 
naval air station and Anacostia has not been determined. One plan 
shows it skirting the edge of it. 

The Cuatrman. What have you on the 60 acres that you are going 
to turn back to the Interior Department ? 
Admiral Witson. We have barracks, a messhall 
The Cuarrman. Where are you going to put those barracks if you 
abandon that property ? 

Admiral Witson. This is the purpose of the item in the bill, sir. 

The CuHairman. Then it would be transferred over to your own 
property. 

Admiral Witson. This is right. 

The CuarrmMan. We will say across the road over onto your own 
property. 

Then this $15 million is merely for that purpose, then, is it ? 

Admiral Witson. It is not only that, those facilities at the end of 
the bridge, but it is also the very poor, dilapidated, what we call bar- 
racks K, up next tothe Arlington Annex. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Let me clear this thing. Now, that is 
valuable property over there, isn’t it? Very valuable property, isn’t 
it? Isn’t it almost too valuable to be building barracks on ? 

Admiral Witson. Well, we don’t feel so; no, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Well, it is valuable property, isn’t it ? 

Admiral Wizson. Well, I don’t think it is of any greater value than 
other property in this general area. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what is the whole—naval station. Now what 
activities are going to be carried on at this naval station? What type 
of naval station isit? A training station or what ? 

Admiral Witson. It is a naval station which will house and feed the 
enlisted personnel that are required in the Washington area. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. 

Then the naval station is a place for the enlisted men and the Navy 

ersonnel who are employed around Washington ? 

Admiral Witson. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarmrman. That isthe purpose of the naval station ? 

(Admiral Wilson nods agreement. ) 

The Carman. There will be no training carried on there? 

Admiral Wiison. Yes, sir; there will be an intelligence school, 
which is now on the old receiving station, and a music school. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Admiral Wuison. And a photographic laboratory. 

The CuarrmMan, Then you will take the Intelligence School off of 
the Interior Department’s land and take the Music School off the 
Interior Department’s land and put it on this other area; is that right? 

Admiral Wuison. That is right. 

The Cuaran. Then, in addition, we will build superquarters 
for the people employed around Washington ? 

Admiral Witson: Yes, sir: we plan to build quarters. 

The Cuatrman. How many people will these quarters have to be 
built for? 

Admiral Witson. Approximately 3,600. 

The CHatrMan. 3,600 people. And how large a music school have 
you’ About how many people ? 

Admiral Cuew. Between 500 and 600, sir. 

The Cuairman. Then the other facility—what was it? 

Admiral Cuew. The Intelligence School has about 400, 

The Cuarrman. Is that where the naval intelligence personnel is 
trained ? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is where they are training now? 

Admiral Cuew. Yes sir. 

The Cuatrman. How large a building have you for them? 

Admiral Cuew. It is a temporary building on the receiving sta- 
tion at the present time, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many people in the training school ? 

Admiral Cuew. I think at the Naval Intelligence School, between 
200 and 300, sir. 

The CHatrman. Then you will have in the neighborhood of 4,000 
people at this naval station ? 

Admiral Wirson. Well, the 3,600—approximately 4,000, sir. It 
will be between 3,600 and 4,000. But I included the personnel in the 
two schools when I gave you that figure. 

The CuHarrman. And all of your activities will be built on your 
own land? 

Admiral Wiison. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Have you any other land anywhere else in this 
area that could meet that same purpose ? 

Admiral Witson. We do not have title to any other land; no, sir. 

The CrHatrmMan. Then if you moved it away, you would have to 
go out and buy land? 

Admiral Witson. Or acquire it from another Government agency, 
perhaps. 
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The Carman. Now, is there any other Government agency 
around and about Washington that has any vacant premises that 
could be used ? 

Admiral Witson. No, sir. There are no service agencies that do. 
There is a possibility, a remote possibility, that General Services has 
some, 

The Cuarrman. Now, has this been approved by the Fine Arts 
Commission here in the District ? 

Admiral Wirson. The plan has not yet been approved by the Plan- 
ning Commission. 

The CHarrmMan. Has it been approved by the Budget? 

Admiral Witson. The Budget’s position on this, sir, is that they 
recognize it as an urgent need of the Navy, but they have not yet 
approved—— 

The CuarMan. That is right. 

Admiral Witson. The specific location. 

The CuarrMan. And there is a little cove up at the other end of 
the avenue, also, isn’t there? Down at the White House? 

To put it bluntly, in my way of talking, this hasn’t exactly the clear- 
ance that these other items that we have been passing on so rapidly 
has ¢ 

Admiral Wiison. The specific location, Mr. Chairman, has not 
yet 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Admiral Witson. Been fully approved. 

The Cuamman. Now, don’t you think it would be the wise thing— 
and let everybody determine where you are going to look at it—before 
you make this money available ? 

Admiral Witson. No, sir. 

The Cuairman. Well, now, how do we know that it is going to meet 
with the approval of the people that have a voice in this matter as 
to the location ? 

Admiral Wirson. We are in the process of studying now several 
different arrangements in the Bolling-Anacostia complex to accom- 
modate this facility. 

The CuarrMan. When could you get a final decision as to a location? 

Admiral Witson. We hope in the immediate future, sir. 

The Cuarpman. Well, what do you call it? 

Admiral Witson. Within a week, perhaps. 

The Cuarrman. Well, then, why wouldn’t it be a sensible thing to 
let this go over and see if you can get a positive commitment as to 
the location? Because there are a great many other factors involved 
in the location. You know it and I know it, and there is a great deal 
of dispute about it. 

Now, why wouldn’t it be the sensible thing for the committee, in 
view of the fact that the Budget hasn’t approved it and in view of 
the fact that the location hasn’t been determined and in view of the 
fact that the people in the White House may not be satisfied, to let 
this matter alone until it can jell a little bit firmer than it is today. 
And if it comes up and everybody is agreed to it, as to the location, why 
then we could deal with it, either on the floor or in conference or in 
the Senate ? 
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Admiral Wuson. This I think could be done, sir. The point I 
would like to make is that it is an extremely urgent item to have in 
this year’s program. 

The Cuarrman. I know that. I know it is urgent, but neverthe- 
less let’s do it right. 

Now let’s see what the picture shows. 

Now we are getting the facts. 

Go ahead now and tell us what this does now and show us where 
that Interior Department land is. 

Admiral Prxrter. Here is Bolling Field, and here is Anacostia, 
Mr. Chairman. And here is the receiving station. 

The Cuarrman. Now, that is the Interior Department’s land ? 

Admiral Peurter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Admiral Petrter. Here is the Pentagon—I can’t quite make it out. 

The Cuarrman. Where is that road going, Admiral? 

Admiral Pertrer. Well, let’s move to the next one. We have an 
aerial that shows it a little bit better. 

Now, this is the receiving station. This shows that road that is 
going to cut through there. That is why we have to get out. And 
Bolling—this is the beginning of the Anacostia runway, right up 
here [indicating]. 

The Cuatrman. That is your property back up there? 

Admiral Pettter. Yes, sir. This is the land of the Department of 
the Interior. 

The Cuatrrman. That is right. 

Admiral Pettter. This road is programed, and that is why we have 
to get out. 

he CuHarrMAN. You want to abandon all that area out there? 

Admiral Pettrer. That is righht. That is all temporary construc- 
tion, I think, except the one building. 

The Cuarrman. Then you want to move to the top of the picture? 

Admiral Petter. That is right. 

The CHarrman. That hasn’t been all firmed up or agreed on, has 
it? 

Admiral Pettrer. This has. This is pretty firm. 

Mr. Arenps. Is that the 60 acres right there, in the boundary ? 

Admiral Petter. That is right. 

Mr. Kewiener. Right. 

Mr. Arenps. Where is the 300? 

Admiral Petrter. It starts right here, Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenps. Let’s have the next one. 

The Caarrman. Goahead with the next one. 

Admiral Perrier. This is barracks K. This is the other area that 
will be combined with the receiving station, to make the naval station, 
to house—these are where the WAVES are housed now. This is up 
near the Pentagon. 

Mr. Ketiener. Shirley Highway area, this is, this particular one 
here. It is in no way connected with the station, physically. 

Mr. Harpy. Are you planning to abandon that? 

Admiral Peirrer. Along with the receiving station. This is also 
Department of Interior land—— 
(Chorus of “No.’’) 
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Admiral Peirmer. Public Roads land. 

Mr. Harpy. You are going to get them a whole lot farther from 
where they are working now ? 

Admiral Wison. No, Mr. Hardy. Most of these people do not 
work in the Pentagon. 

The Cuamman. Then these old barracks over here by Shirley 
Highway—you are going to take away from there and bring over 
here ¢ 

Admiral Perrier. That is—— 

The Cuarmrman. You are going to make it across the river from 
there, instead of across the river from here ? 

Admiral Pe.trer. This is Public Roads land, and our lease expires 
in about 2 years. 

The Cyaan. All right, go ahead. 

Admiral Prettrer. This shows where the people are working that 
will be stationed here. 

The CHarrman. That is right. Go ahead. Now, what is that? 

Admiral Prtrier. This is Anacostia. This is this one piece of 
Jand—that 60 acres. Here is the 300 acres. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, I see. 

Admiral Perrier. This is the 11th Street Bridge. This is the 
Anacostia Bridge. 

Mr. Harpy. Where is the new bridge that is coming across Wash- 
ington Channel? You don’t get to that? 

Admiral Perrier. It is clear over here [indicating]. 

The Cuarrman. All right, go ahead, now. 

Admiral Pettrer. Now, this is one of the schemes that has been 
proposed. It isnot approved yet. 

These are the permanent buildings. This is the hangar. This 
is the large barracks which will be converted to Intelligence School. 
This is the photographic building, and this is a new building. That 
is one scheme. 

We do give up considerable land in this to the Park Commission 
and whoever gets it. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Admiral Perrrer. We have other schemes. 

There is also a plan now, a road, that comes right down this way. 

The CuHamman. Well 

Admiral Perrier. That is not approved, but that is one plan. 

The CHarrman. I don’t know whether the committee was con- 
fused from my questions, but I hope this will clarify it, to see what we 
are driving at. 

We have some installations out on Shirley Highway. We have 
some down here, on Interior land. You are going to abandon those 
and then put it over on the Navy land. 

Now, it hasn’t been agreed that the Navy appropriates its land for 
that purpose. So I think the sensible thing for the committee to do 
is to be sympathetic to it. Just as soon as a decision by the proper 
people has been reached, then we will take it under consideration. 

Admiral Witson. All right. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, the committee must bear in mind that this 
is exceedingly valuable industrial property. No two ways in the 
world about it. It is right down here. Tt is about the only industrial 
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area in Washington and is going to be on this superhighway. And 
all those things have everybody and the Department somewhat wor- 
ried. And the Fine Arts Commission is disturbed about it, and other 
people are disturbed about it. So let’s let this, Admiral, go over for 
the time being, and we will have a further study on this matter. 

Admiral Wixson. Yes, sir. 

I would like to make just one point, sir: 

The planning commission’s ideas of this are not industrial. They 
are residential. 

The Cuarmeman. I[knowthat. But they are not even what you have 
proposed. They are not endorsing your proposal. 

Admiral Witson. Well, this we are not certain of, yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Without objection, Naval Air Station, Washington, D.C., will be 
stricken from the bill. 

We will be sympathetic for it when we get it a little better firmed up. 

Now, that. brings us down to “Communications facilities. Naval 
Radio Station, Adak, Alaska.” 

Go ahead. 

Mr. SuatrnsHek. Naval Radio Station, Adak, Alaska: Operational 
facilities, $670,000. 

Admiral Virpryn. Conduct of modern naval operations increasingly 
embodies command and management techniques dependent upon 
evaluation of thousands of items of operational and administra- 
tive information. This development has created an unprecedented 
demand for increased capacity, greater speed, enhanced reliability, 
and maximum efficiency of naval communications, 

Because modern weapons have reduced global distances to matters 
of minutes and seconds, high speed communications are vital to insure 
that operational contacts are immediately reported to command and 
control centers, and to permit orders to be flashed instantly to operat- 
ing forces anywhere in the world. 

To achieve this reliability and speed, communications coverage 
must be improved, and extended to areas not hitherto utilized for 
protracted naval operations. Disruptions of radio communications 
also must be reduced. 

The $20,868,000 of new construction items requested in this por- 
tion of the Navy’s fiscal 1961 military construction program are 
essential to achieving efficient communications which have become 
indispensable to naval operations. 

The major item requested in this program is a new communication 
facility to be established at a classified location overseas. This 
facility will provide additional communications capability urgently 
needed to reduce heavy overloads on present 6th Fleet circuits by 
providing alternate routes for high priority message traffic. 

Improved area coverage and operating reliability of primary com- 
munications available to the Chief of Naval Operations will be ac- 
complished by modernizing the antenna field and power switching 
station at the Naval Radio Station, Annapolis, and installing ad- 
ditional antennas at the Cheltenham, Md., Naval Radio Receiving 
Station. 

Fleet broadcast coverage and command communications in the 
San Francisco area will be extended by the proposed fleet broad- 
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cast facility for Dixon, Calif. Additional antennas are required at 
Martin Pena, P.R., to improve fleet operational communications in 
the Caribbean Sea. Communications with the 7th Fleet will be im- 
proved by the prope antenna line item for Barrigada, Guam. 

A network of three facilities to receive special transmissions from 
fleet units operating in the Pacific Area will be constructed at Adak, 
Alaska; Wahiawa, Hawaii; and Finegayen, Guam. 

Operational reliability of the naval radio receiver facilities at San 
Miguel, Philippine Republic, will be substantially improved by the 
proposed projects for expansion of the terminal building and power 
supply. 

Antisubmarine warfare capabilities will be significantly advanced 
by the introduction of new radio direction finders which can deter- 
mine extremely accurate radio fixes. These direction finders are to 
be located at Skaggs Island, Calif.; Winter Harbor, Maine; and 
Galeta Island, C.Z. A new Naval Security Group activity, which 
will possess this accurate direction-finding capability in addition to 
performing its vital security functions, is to be established at a classi- 
fied location overseas. Naval Security Group operations at Kara- 
mursel, Turkey, will be improved by enlargement of the receiver 
buildings. 

In addition to the foregoing requirements, amended obligational 
authority is requested in the amounts of $7,300,000 for the strategic 
VLF transmitting station at Cutler, Maine, and $17,800,000 for the 
giant radio telescope at Sugar Grove, W. Va. These amendments 
are necessary to complete authorized construction already in progress. 

Admiral Curew. The next group of projects in our program Mr. 
Chairman, is communication facilities. The group includes 23 line 
items at 15 stations for $20,868,000. 

Of these line items, eight, for $8,550,000, are at seven stations in the 
United States. The remaining 15 line items, for $12,318,000, are at 
8 overseas stations. Two of these overseas stations, with eight line 
items for $9,492,000, are at classified locations. These projects will 
be discussed in executive session during the hearing on section 202 
of the bill. 

The purpose of these activities is to provide reliable, secure and 
rapid communication for control of the operating forces; to perform 
security functions; and to facilitate administration of the Naval 
Establishment. 

The first project is at the Naval Radio Station, Clam Lagoon, 
Adak, Alaska, for new radio receiver facilities at the ation Raat 
of $670,000. 

It is for construction of an extension to the existing receiver build- 
ing and new antennas to provide space and the means for operation 
of special radio equipment. It will provide one of three special 
receiver facilities forming a Pacific network for reception of special- 
ized types of ship-to-shore transmissions. The new weapons systems 
employed by units of the fleet in antisubmarine warfare and asso- 
ciated unified fleet operations require the improved rapid means of 
communication to be provided by this project. This is similar to 
projects approved last year by this committee for North Atlantic 
and Mediterranean areas of operation. 
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The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is OK. 

Mr. SratrnsHeK. Naval Radio Station, Annapolis, Md.: Opera- 
tional facilities, and utilities, $795,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The second project, consisting of two line items 
for a total of $795,000, is at the Naval Radio Station, Annapolis, Md. 

This is the transmitter station for the Naval Communication Sta- 
tion, Washington, D.C., which is the principal communication facility 
serving the Chief of Naval Operations and the Navy Department and 
other major naval activities in the area. 

The first line item is for construction of antennas at the estimated 
cost of $645,000. 

It will provide an improved transmitting system of point-to-point 
antennas oriented on Pearl Harbor, Londonderry and Port Lyautey; 
wideband high-gain antennas for shore-to-ship use; and rehabilita- 
tion of existing arrays for improved fleet broadcast. Modern fleet 
operations require high speed, high volume, reliable and secure com- 
munication between ships and shore-based commands. The proposed 
facilities are essential to satisfy this requirement. 

The second line item is for an electric switching station at the esti- 
mated cost of $150,000. It will provide for construction of a metal- 
clad cubicle, mounted on a concrete pad; and installation of remotely 
controlled, electrically operated metal-clad switch-gear and ancillary 
control panel to replace obsolete switching equipment. From time 
to time power failure occurs on either of the two commercial feeders 
or on a standby feeder from the nearby Naval Academy. Most often 
this is during inclement weather and electrical storms. At such times 
a@ maintenance man must enter the fenced enclosure to reach the 
existing 13,000-volt, manually operated, outdoor primary power 
switching station. He is then exposed to highly dangerous electrical 
hazards and high voltage shock. The proposed modern switching 
station will eliminate this hazard and reduce the circuit outage time. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. SuatrnsHek. Naval Radio Station, Cheltenham, Md.: Opera- 
tional facilities, $396,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The next project is at the Naval Radio Station, 
Cheltenham, Md., for construction of antennas at the estimated cost 
of $396,000. 

As the Annapolis station provides the transmitting facilities, this 
activity provides the receiver facilities for the Naval Communication 
Station, Washington, D.C. This project will provide for three high- 
gain directional receiving antennas and four ship-to-shore sector 
sleeve antennas necessary for improved communication in modern 
fleet operations. High-speed, high-volume, reliable and secure com- 
munication between ships at sea in the Atlantic Ocean area and the 
Mediterranean Sea and shore-based commands are a prerequisite to 
the success of naval operations in this strategic area. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHek. Naval Radio Station, Dixon, Calif.: Operational 
facilities, $2,474,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The fourth project is at the Naval Radio Station, 
Dixon, Calif., for construction of fleet broadcast facilities at the 
estimated cost of $2,474,000. 
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The Dixon station is the transmitter component of the San Fran- 
cisco Naval Communication Station. The proposed facilities include 
an addition to the existing transmitter building; two 650-foot-high 
vertical antennas and associated transmission lines and ground sys- 
tem; and standby generator plant and necessary utilities. 

The project will meet immediate operational communication re- 
quirements for fleet. broadcast and ground-to-air communication for 
antisubmarine warfare and control of the fleet. 

The new facilities will include transmitters to be remotely con- 
trolled by the Western Sea Frontier Command and the Naval Air 
Station at Alameda. 

The low frequency component of the fleet broadcast will be in- 
stalled at Dixon to replace the five 540-foot-high towers at Mare 
Island which must be removed because of their hazard to navigation, 
life, and property. 

If the proposed facilities are not constructed, adequate operational 
communication cannot be maintained with ships and aircraft operat- 
ing off the west coast in support of ASW, search and rescue, and 
continental defense. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. SuatinsHeK. Naval Radio Station, Skaggs Island, Calif.: 
Operational facilities, $1,579,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The fifth project is at the Naval Radio Station, 
Skaggs Island, Calif., for construction of a radio direction finder 
facility at the estimated cost of $1,579,000. 

The station performs naval security group and ASW functions 
in the Pacific and is the receiver activity for the Naval Communica- 
tion Station at San Francisco. 

Accurate radio direction finder bearings are required from this 
area for more accurate eastern Pacific fixes. High-degree accuracy 
fixes are needed for target location in support of the ASW program 
and the mission of the Naval Security Group. 

The proposed radio direction finder is a facility of special design 
known as a Wullenweber installation. It is an instrument capable 
of fast control techniques and of providing more accurate and longer 
range bearings than those now in use. It can be used simultaneously 
for radio direction finding and for the receiver functions of the 
station. 

The CuairmMan. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. SiattinsueK. Naval Radio Station, Wahiawa, Oahu, Hawaii: 
Operational facilities, $357,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The next project is for construction of antennas at 
the Naval Radio Station, Wahiawa, Oahu, Hawaii, at the estimated 
cest of $357,000. 

This is the receiver activity for the Naval Communication Station 
at Pearl Harbor. 

The project is for relocation and rebuilding of existing deteriorated 
and absolete antennas and the construction of additional antennas 
needed for the operation of special radio equipment. 

The new weapons systems employed by units of the fleet in ASW 
and other operations require this improvement for command and con- 
trol of the Pacific fleets. 
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Failure to provide this facility will prevent utilization of the ship- 
borne counterparts of this essential communication capability, inas- 
much as many units of the fleets are equipped with the special radio 
facilities designed for ship-to-shore employment of this special system. 

The Cuarman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. StatrnsueK. Naval Security Group activity, Winter Harbor, 
Maine: Operational facilities, $2,279,000. 

Admiral Curew. The seventh project is at the Naval Security Group 
activity, Winter Harbor, Maine, for construction of a radio direction 
finder facility at the estimated cost of $2,279,000. 

The mission of this station is to perform radio receiver and Security 
Group functions. Accurate radio direction finder bearings are re- 

uired from this area for more accurate North Atlantic fixes in support 
of the ASW program and Naval Security Group functions. 

This is another Wullenweber installation similar to that proposed 
for the naval radiostation at Skaggs Island, Calif. 

This specially designed instrument satisfies the requirement by its 
capability of rapid control techniques and of providing more accurate 
and longer range bearings than existing facilities. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, are those just improvements ? 

The Cuarman. Yes. There is not a new item in this whole bill, not 
a single one. 

Mr. Arenps. Expansion and improvement. 

The CHarrman. That is right; just continuation. 

And I want to say this 

This is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. And of course the committee has lived with these 
things so long we know it by heart. 

This is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuarman. Facilities outside the United States. Shipyard 
facilities. 

Mr. StatrnsHek. Naval Facility, Bermuda: Operational facilities 
and utilities and ground improvements $908,000. 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman, we are now prepared to discuss 
the Navy’s requirements for stations outside the United States. The 
first class in this group is shipyard facilities, which consists of only 
two projects for $1,108,000. Both of these projects are required to 
further the important field of oceanographic research. 

The first project is at the Naval Facility, Bermuda, for replacement 
and enlargement of temporary buildings at the estimated cost of 
$908,000. The existing buildings are quonset huts which are too 
small to house satisfactorily the two sets of terminal equipment now 
being used; a third additional set which is required; and other asso- 
ciated equipment. Also the huts have deteriorated to the point where 
the very valuable equipment is in danger of serious damage by wind, 
dust, and rain. The new terminal equipment building will provide 
adequate space for the equipment together with the temperature and 
humidity control necessary for its proper operation. In addition a 
second small new building will replace three quonset hut generator 
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buildings, a quonset hut recreation and training building and a quon- 
set hut administration building. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection that is approved. 

Mr. Statinsuek. Naval facility, Ramey Air Force Base, P.R., 
operational facilities, $200,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The final shipyard facilities project is at the naval 
facility located at the Ramey Air Force Base, P.R. It is for con- 
struction of a technical equipment building at the estimated cost of 
$200,000. This is needed for the same reason as the preceding project, 
but on a smaller scale. The existing quonset hut houses only one 
set of terminal equipment. This hut is also deteriorated so much that 
damage to the equipment can only be prevented by construction of the 
proposed new structure. 

The Cuairman. Without objection the item is approved. 

Mr. Statinsuexk. A Joint United States Military Mission, Goleuk, 
Turkey : Family housing, $675,000. 

Admiral Curw. There is only one project in this class for an over- 
seas activity. It is for construction of 27 sets of family housing at 
the estimated cost of $675,000. 

These units are for seven married U.S. naval officers and 20 en- 
listed men and their families assigned to the Joint United States 
Military Mission at Goleuk, Turkey. 

The mission of this Navy group is to provide to the Turkish Gov- 
ernment advice and assistance in matters pertaining to naval opera- 
tion, training, and maintenance for Turkish naval personnel related 
to ships, equipment and ammunition. There are available now only 
four sets of quarters in quonset huts. Community housing in Golcuk 
is searce and substandard. Some resentment is caused by the com- 
yetition for the more desirable housing since U.S. naval personnel can 

etter afford to pay higher rental charges than the naval Turkish 
personnel. 

The CHatrMan. Without objection the item is approved. 

Naval weapons facilities. 

Mr. SiatinsueK. Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam, Mariana Isl- 
ands: Operational facilities, $822,000, 

Admiral Cuew. The third group of projects for overseas stations 
is naval weapons facilities. These include 14 line items at 8 stations 
at a total cost of $11,718,000 in section 201; and 1 line item at a classi- 
fied station in the amount of $66,000 in section 202 of the bill. All 
of these stations directly support the operating forces. 

The first project is at the Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam, Mariana 
Islands, for improvements to aviation fuel system at the estimated 
cost of $822,000. Fuel delivered from the existing system is far below 
the quality required for safe flight of aircraft due to the presence of 
contaminants resulting from the pipeline sludge deposits. The 
present 8-inch pipeline from the Sasa Valley fuel farm to the air 
station requires alteration so that the line may be purged of the con- 
taminants by scraping periodically to guarantee the delivery of clean 
fuel. In addition, the existing fuel tanks are rusted beyond economical 
repair and must be replaced. This project will correct this unsafe 
condition by providing for scraper inserts, sludge tanks, three under- 
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ground fuel tanks plus the related facilities needed to make this a 
usable system. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection that item is approved. 

Mr. SuatinsHEK. Naval Station, Argentia, Newfoundland, Can- 
ada : Operational facilities, $462,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The second project is for construction of com- 
munication land lines at the estimated cost of $462,000 at the Naval 
Station, Argentia, Newfoundland, Canada. 

This is a key station in our North Atlantic defense system. It 
maintains facilities for operation of surface aid air barriers, search 
and rescue operations, and general logistic support for various Atlan- 
tic Fleet ships. 

The communication landlines are underground cables which carry 
messages received or transmitted by radio. The existing landlines 
extend from the receiver and transmitter facilities, located in remote 
areas of the station, to the operations control center. The cold, 
damp weather, frequent rainstorms, and high tides have caused these 
iines to deteriorate badly. The demanding communication tasks of 
the station will not permit the interruption and extended outages 
which would result if attempts were made to repair the lines. The 
pro item will provide on-station reliability for control of air- 
craft and ships implementing the barrier program and conducting 
other fleet operations. 

The Cuairman. Without objection that item is approved. 

Mr. Statinsuek. Naval Air Station, Atsugi, Japan, operational 
facilities and utilities, $416,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The third project consists of two line items for 
$416,000 at the Naval Air Station, Atsugi, Japan. This station pro- 
vides shore support to the 7th Fleet. 

It supports modern aircraft and has the heaviest traffic load of 
western Pacific naval stations. 

The first line item is for construction of a liquid oxygen plant at 
the estimated cost of $61,000. The crews of high performance air- 
craft require breathing oxygen. Currently, liquid oxygen is pur- 
chased from Japanese firms. These firms cannot meet current specifi- 
cations on oxygen purity, thereby creating a hazard to the safety of 
the aireraft crews. 

Equipment to generate liquid oxygen is now available at the station, 
but there is no suitable building available for this operation. The 
proposed line item will provide for construction of the necessary 
building, utilities, and related facilites. 

The second item is for construction of an electric powerplant at the 
estimated cost of $355,000. Power for the station is obtamed from a 
local utility company which generates an erratic 50-cycle supply. 
This undependable source cannot be used to operate vital electronic 
equipment such as the GCA system, TACAN, and omnirange units 
and guided missile test equipment, which require 60-cycle power. 
This 60-cycle power is required at 20 locations on the station. It is 
now being provided by small engine driven portable generators which 
have not been designed for, nor can they withstand, day-in and day- 
out use for long periods. There were, for instance, 21 navigational 
aids outages during 1959 due to generator failures. The proposed 
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line item will provide for construction of a reliable source of 60-cycle 
ower. 

Mr. SiatiInsHEK. Marine Corps Air Facility, Iwakuni, Japan: 
Operational facilities, $910,000. 

Admiral Crew. "The fourth project is at the Marine Corps Air 
Facility, Iwakuni, Japan, for improvement of runway at the esti- 
mated cost of $910,000. The station provides services and materials 
to aviation activities of the operating forces in the area and supports 
various missions of atreraft, all contributing to the U.S. peace effort 
in the far Pacific. Over 4,500 feet of the existing 8,000 feet long 
runway has deteriorated to a degree which makes it unsafe for opera- 
tion by the assigned modern aircraft. This portion of the runway is 
a thin rigid pavement laid on poor subgrade. It is cracked, spalled, 
and unevenly settled. Accomplishment of the proposed line item 
will restore it to safe operational use. This will be done by construc- 
tion of a rigid overlay pavement in certain areas and of new rigid 
pavement in the remaining areas. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Suatinsuek. Naval Air Facility, Naha, Okinawa, Ryukyu 
Islands: Family housing and troop housing, $5,943,000. 

Admiral Cuew: The fifth project consists of four line items for a 
total amount of $5,970,000 at the Naval Air Facility, Naha, Okinawa, 
Ryukyu Islands. The mission of this station is similar to those of the 
other U.S. Navy stations in the western Pacific area. The Navy is 
responsible for providing its own housekeeping facilities as a tenant 
on a U.S. Air Force base, but uses the main airfield facilities in com- 
mon with the Air Force. 

The first line item is for construction of 200 units of family housing 
at the estimated cost of $4,385,000. I believe it is plainly evident, 
Mr. Chairman, that the need for these family housing units is very 
urgent. To include this line item in a small, tight, and austere pro- 
gram; to forgo efforts to secure other essential operational facilities 
in favor of this item is, I think, indicative of the pressing need. 
Married officers and enlisted men separated from their families for 
extended periods in other than wartimes, do not perform their duties 
at top efficiency. ‘The most advanced submarines, missiles, or aircraft 
are of no effect without the skilled personnel to guide and control 
them. All eligible naval personnel in this general area are to be given 
the opportunity to use this housing within the limits of the number 
of units provided. There are now only 31 units of inadequate quon- 
set hut housing available. The proposed 200 units will reduce the 
deficiency to approximately 300 units. 

The second line item is for construction of barracks, at the esti- 
mated cost of $809,000, for berthing 332 enlisted men. There are 
now permanent barracks for housing 370 enlisted men. However, 
approximately 568 permanently based enlisted men are living in quon- 
set huts at the station. In this climate the huts deteriorate rapidly 
and afford poor protection against the prevalent dampness and tor- 
rential rains. Completion of the new barracks will serve to remove 
the present berthing inequities and boost the morale of the men serv- 
ing on this remote island. The substandard huts will then be 
demolished. 
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The third line item is for construction of messhall at the estimated 
cost of $298,000. The existing messhall consists of World War II 
quonset huts loaned to the Navy by the Air Force, located about 1 mile 
from the existing permanent Navy barracks. The huts are not 
weathertight, are not structurally sound, and are in a condition to be 
surveyed. The Air Force messhalls cannot accommodate the Navy’s 
requirement. The proposed messhall will be designed to serve 702 
enlisted men. 

The final line item is for construction of bachelor officers’ quarters at 
the estimated cost of $478,000. Existing bachelor officers’ quarters 
are structurally substandard and extremely overcrowded as they pro- 
vide less than 50 percent of the handerd: space allowance. e of 
these bachelor officers’ quarters is adequate for accommodating 40 
officers as compared to the estimated requirement for 104 spaces. The 
proposed bachelor officers’ quarters will relieve this deficiency to a 
considerable extent by providing space for 50 officers. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wirson. I would like to ask if this family housing and troop 
housing has anything to do with the marine housing that was previ- 
ously authorized. 

Admiral Cuew. No,sir. This is the housing for the people who are 
actually on Okinawa. As you remember, Mr. Wilson, the marines do 
not take their families to Okinawa. 

Mr. Wirson. I know. But the troop housing particularly 

Admiral Curew. These are the barracks at the naval air facility at 
Naha. 

Mr. Witson. Well, I have been getting a lot of complaints about 
marine housing, and so forth. I would like to know what is happen- 
ing as far as construction on troop housing. 

Admiral Cuew. I can answer that, sir. 

Just recently there were facilities, permanent facilities, built on 
Okinawa, or are being built now, at Camp Hanson for troop housing, 
to house the marines there on the island. And those are under con- 
struction at the present time, sir. 

Mr. Wuson. Is the old construction being razed, the old troop 
housing ? 

Admiral Perrier. They are quonset huts. 

Mr. Wiuson. Are you getting rid of them? 

Admiral Cnew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wuson. So the new facilities are coming in? 

Admiral Curw. These are new facilities coming in. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Read the next item. 

Mr. StatinsHek. Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, P.R.: Opera- 
tional facilities, $404,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. An amendment. here. 

Mr. StattnsHeK. An amendment on this, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrmMan. There is an amendment. That is increased to 
$460,000. 

Admiral Cuew. $460,000 is correct, sir. 
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The sixth project is at the Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, P.R., 
for completion of taxiway at the estimated cost of $404,000. This 
station serves the operating forces similar to our other oversea activi- 
ties in support of patrol, carrier, utility, and other fleet aircraft. It 
also punports combined air, surface, and submarine exercises in op- 
erational training with guided missiles. There is a gap of 2,250 feet 
in the taxiway leading from the northeast-southwest runway. In a 
previous austere construction program a taxiway was built from the 
runway end to the maintenance hangar, leaving a gap in the taxiway 
paralleling the runway and to the refueling islands. Jet squadrons 
are assigned to this station with specific training objectives which 
must be attained in very limited periods of intensive training. Air- 
craft must now taxi on the runway to the takeoff position, which is a 
very dangerous operation. In addition, jet planes, after landing, 
must taxi a circuitous route to reach the refueling stations, thereby 
slowing the training procedures. The proposed line item will provide 
the missing pavement and correct the present. operating deficiencies. 

The Cuamman, All right. Without objection, $460,000 is inserted 
in the middle in lieu of $404,000. 

All right. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. Naval Station, Rota, Spain: Operational facili- 
ties and family housing, $2,414,000. 

Admiral Curw. The next project consists of two line items at the 
estimated cost. of $2,414,000 at the Naval Station, Rota, Spain. This 
station supports the fleet operating in the Mediterranean and eastern 
Atlantic areas. 

The first line item is for navigational aids for channel and harbor 
at the estimated cost of $89,000. For safe operations of day and night 
marine traffic it will be necessary to mark the land points on each side 
of the harbor, the breakwater and the rocky shoals near Rota Point. 
Channel buoys and lights will be required inside the harbor to out- 
line the dredged basin and ranged markers will be required for steer- 
ing guides. Full utilization of Rota Harbor cannot be made without 
these aids. Navigational aids outside the harbor are to be furnished 
and installed by the Spanish Government. 

The second line item is for family housing at the estimated cost of 
$2,325,000. We have an estimated requirement for 741 units. Four 
hundred and ninety-six units are available, 162 built with military 
construction funds, and 334 with Surplus Commodity Credit funds. 
The deficiency is 245 units. This item is for construction of 100 
units. Private rental housing in the nearby communities is limited. 
Available acceptable Spanish housing is being used by contractor 
and service personnel and civilian employees. Additional in-migrant 
Spanish skilled and professional personnel are being hired by the 
station and by American contractors. These Spaniards, in addition 
to those who were dispossessed when their land was expropriated for 
the U.S. Navy Base, further contribute to the housing shortage. We 
understand that the mayors of the nearby towns have appealed to the 
U.S. Embassy for assistance in alleviating the housing shortage. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Statrnsuek. Naval Air Facility, Sigonella, Sicily, Italy : Op- 
erations facilities, administrative facilities, and troop housing, $347,- 
000. 
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Admiral Cuew. The final project in section 201 of the bill for naval 
weapons facilities, consists of two line items in the amount of $347,000 
at the Naval Air Facility, Sigonella, Sicily. The principal mission 
of this facility is to provide shore support to the 6th Fleet. 

The first line item is for constructiono f an aircraft jet fuel storage 
facility at the estimated cost of $133,000. Current plans call for occa- 
sional deployment of 6th Fleet carrier jet aircraft while they are 
using target facilities in Sicily. In addition, occasional carrier jet 
aircraft will be diverted to this facility due to mechanical difficulties. 
We estimate that, since there is no existing storage, there is an ulti- 
mate requirement for a 30-day supply of 608,000 gallons of jet fuel. 
This line item will fulfill part of this need by providing 250,000 
gallons capacity in underground tanks. 

The second line item is for Marine detachment facilities at the 
estimated cost of $214,000. A 69-man Marine force is assigned to the 
facility for the security of the ordinance complex. They require 
housing, messing, and administrative space. The U.S. Navy main 
housing and messing facilities are about 7 miles distant from the air- 
field over a narrow, winding road which takes 25 to 35 minutes to 
traverse by bus. It is impractical to transport all personnel from 
the field to the messhal] and back for serving the noon meal. An 
auxiliary mess is required at the field to accommodate 400 personnel 
for the noon meal and a lesser number of duty personnel for other 
meals. There are no existing facilities at the field which can meet 
this requirement. The proposed facilities are necessary to serve 
these several purposes. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now communication facilities. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Naval Radio Station, Barrigada, Guam, Mariana 
Islands: Operational facilities, $68,000. 

Admiral Curew. The final overseas class is communication facili- 
ties. There are 15 line items at eight stations in this group for a total 
amount of $12,318,000. These include seven line items at six stations 
for $2,826,000 in section 201 of the bill; and two classified stations 
having eight line items for $9,492,000 in section 202 of the bill. 

The first unclassified project is at the Naval Radio Station, Bar- 
rigada, Guam, in the Mariana Island, for construction of antennas 
at the estimated cost of $68,000. This item is required for direct, 
directional, more powerful and optimum communications for con- 
trol-and-command of 7th Fleet units operating in the highly strategic 
area between Japan and the South China Sea. Utilizing powerful 
radio transmitters already installed, the antennas to be provided by 
this project will permit simultaneous radio-teletypewriter communi- 
cations which will link the commander of the 7th Fleet to the com- 
mander in chief of the Pacific Fleet and the Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions via Naval Communication Station, Guam. This project is ur- 
gently required for fleet operations in a vital area not adequately 
covered by existing antennas. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Siattnsuek. Naval Radio Station, Finegayen, Guam, Mariana 
Islands: Operational facilities, $469,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The second project is at the Naval Radio Station, 
Finegayen, Guam, for construction of a radio receiver facility at the 
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estimated cost of $469,000. This station is the receiving activity of 
the Naval Communication Station, Guam. The project is for con- 
struction of a receiver building, new antennas and an emergency 
generator plant which are required for operation of special radio 
equipment. It is required for the same purpose as the project for 
the station at Adak, Alaska, which I outlined previously. The new 
weapons systems employed by units of the fleet in ASW and associated 
tleet operations require the rapid means of communication proposed. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. StattnsurK. Naval security group activity, Galeta Island, 
C.Z.: Operational facilities, $1,750.000. ; 

Admiral Cuew. The third project is at the naval security group 
activity, Galeta Island, C.Z., for construction of a radio direction 
finder facility at the estimated cost of $1,750,000. This project is 
similar to two others in this program for the stations at Skaggs 
Island, Calif., and Winter Harbor, Maine, which I explained pre- 
viously. It is essential to the mission of the naval security group and 
the ASW effort that a modern direction finder compatible with fast 
control procedures be installed in this area. It is required in order 
to have rapid, accurate, long range bearings from a station forming 
the southern anchor of the Atlantic net. This station will also be able 
to operate in the eastern Pacific net simultaneous with Atlantic oper- 
ation with the Wullenweber direction finder which is planned for 
installation. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SuatinsHek. Naval security group activity, Karamursel, 
Turkey : Operational facilities, $84,000. 

Admiral Cuew. The fourth project is at another naval security 
group activity, at Karamursel, Turkey, where we propose to provide 
a receiver building at the estimated cost of $84,000. The need for 
this facility is generated by the programed increase in functions at 
this activity. To keep pace with this increase additional operational 
space is required to permit installation of on-board and projected 
equipment. More space is also required for communication terminal 
equipment, for the processing functions and for electronics and tele- 
type rapair shops. The proposed facility will satisfy these require- 
ments. 

The CaarrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Statinsnexk. Naval Radio Station, Martin Pena, P.R.: Oper- 
ational facilities, $72,000. 

Admiral Cnew. The fifth project, like the first overseas communi- 
cation project at Barrigada, Guam, which I previously described, is 
for construction of new antennas at the estimated cost of $72,000, at 
the Naval Radio Station, Martin Pena, P.R. This is the transmitter 
activity for the naval communication station at San Juan. The new 
antennas are needed to provide for fleet communications in an area 
of ASW operations and missile testing. The antennas are necessary 
for use on ship-to-shore circuits which require omnidirectional capa- 
bility for best results. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHek. Naval Radio Facility, San Miguel, Luzon, Re- 
public of the Philippines: Operational facilities and utilities, $383,000. 
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Admiral Cuew. The last of the unclassified projects consists of 
two line items at the Naval Radio Facility, San Hove! on Luzon 
Island of the Republic of the Philippines for the total amount. of 
$383,000. This is a receiver activity. It is our most westerly sta- 
tion in the Pacific and provides an invaluable communication link 
for the 7th Fleet with all our activities in the Pacific. 

The first line item is for terminal building expansion at a cost of 
$142,000. Since this facility was activated in July 1957 additional 
operational circuits to the 7th Fleet have had to be added. This 
has required installation of additional electronic equipment which 
has caused overcrowding of all operational space in the terminal 
building. Consequently, the reliability, security and speed of com- 
munications are adversely affected. The additional space to be pro- 
vided by extending the existing terminal building will relieve this 
adverse condition. 

The second line item is for expansion of the electric power supply 
at the estimated cost of $241,000. The increased electric powerload 
has resulted from the increased electronic communication equipment, 
the construction of 6 family housing units, additional shops and other 
normal increased demands which were not contemplated in the orig- 
inal design of the facility. These increases have developed as a 
result of the increasing importance to fleet operations of this strategic 
area. The proposed extension of the powerplant and the installation 
of a diesel-electric generating unit will meet the total requirements 
of this facility insofar as can now be foreseen. 

The Cuarmman. Without objection that item is approved. 

Now section 202. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or de- 
velop classified naval installations and facilities by acquiring, con- 
structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent or tem- 
porary public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of 
$18,257,000. 

The Cuatrrman. Advise the committee in public session about this 
section. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Yes, sir. 

Of the $18,257,000, I can give you a breakdown on about 15.3 in 
a general unclassified presentation : 4.7 is for various missile facilities 
at Point Mugu, in California; 1.2 is at Canaveral and San Clemente 
Island for Polaris; 3.6 is in a foreign area for certain communications 
that are classified, and 5.8 also in a foreign area for other communica- 
tion facilities. The others are minor amounts that make up the total 
between 15.3 and 18.2. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, section 202 is approved. 

Now read the next section, 203. 

Mr. StacinsHek. The Secretary— 

Mr. Arenps. There isa rollcall. 

Mr. Harpy. There isa rollcall on that withholding tax program. 

The CuarrMAN. Wait one minute, now. 

Then section 203. 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman, section 203 of the bill would author- 
ize construction under certain emergency conditions in the total amount 
of $17,500,000. In the current nonshooting war between the opposite 
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East and West ideologies, numerous occasions have arisen on short 
notice when the Navy has needed new military construction quickly. 

As you know, a number of research programs and accelerated pro- 
grams for development of weapons systems are now underway—for 
example, the Polaris program, various guided missiles and nuclear- 
powered ships. These programs are in various stages of development. 
To proceed rapidly with these developments or along certain indicated 
directions, new facilities may be needed immediately or the work could 
conceivably come to a halt or be delayed at considerable cost in money 
or fleet readiness. 

The mission of one or more of our stations might have to be changed, 
or wh tesa 8 of certain ships, aircraft or guided missiles might have 
to be expanded to meet changing conditions. Any one of these circum- 
stances conceivably could make it necessary to provide some special 
military construction. The authority in section 203 provides a limited 
amount of flexibility to the Navy to meet these unusual, very urgent 
demands. We sincerely believe to be essential and in the interest of 
national defense, that this special authorization be available for emer- 
gency construction. 

The CuarrMan. We will cut that down to $10 million, that is the 
17.5. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. That is what we did on the other bill. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The CuairmMan. We will stop now at section 204. 

Mr. Secretary and Admirals, we will have to respectfully request 
you to return here tomorrow morning because it is a quarter to three 
now and the members have to go to the floor. 

So we will try to finish the bill tomorrow morning. 

Admiral Curew. Aye, aye, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you very much. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, let my books stay right here. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We will take a recess until tomorrow morning at 
10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 2:45 p.m., the committee was adjourned, to recon- 
vene at 10 a.m., Thursday, February 18, 1960.) 


Hovuset or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Thursday, February 18, 1960. 

The committee met at 10:10 a.m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, 
chairman, presiding. 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing on 
H.R. 10220. 

Now, before we start the hearing this morning, I am going to ask 
Mr. Smart to read a letter that I wrote yesterday to our distinguished 
colleague from Illinois, Mr. Price. It is about a subject matter 
which was headlined in the papers last evening and this morning. 
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I think the Armed Services Committee should make some inquiry 
in regard to it. 

Go ahead, Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smart (reading) : 

FEBRUARY 17, 1960. 
Hon. MELVIN PRICE, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. Price: All of us were distressed with the revelation this morning 
that the manual prepared for distribution to Air Force reservists contained a 
variety of statements and allegations in derogation of our churches. Obviously, 
the committee has a continuing interest and obligation in the type and content 
of publications issued by our military services. 

As a consequence, it is my judgment that the committee must exercise that 
interest and responsibility in the instant case. 

Rather than create an additional subcommittee, I herewith expand the 
jurisdiction of your subcommittee on other legislation of military manpower 
to embrace this additional subject. 

In view of the fact that this is the second manual to have been recently 
discovered, I appreciate the possibility that your subcommittee may wish to 
make a more inclusive inquiry embracing the general subject of service 
manuals, 

I would suggest that your decision as to a broader inquiry be deferred 
until such preliminary investigation as you may institute indicates a proper 
course of action in this respect. 

Sincerely yours, 
CaRL VINSON. 

The Cuatrman. Now, the letter speaks for itself. 

And I want to compliment the Secretary of the Air Force. I 
observed from the paper this morning, he himself is making seme 
inquiry in regard to the manual that is being criticized in the press. 

Now, members of the committee, I want to ask that we permit our 
distinguished colleague from California, Judge Saund, to be per- 
mitted to make a statement with reference to an item in the bill 
relating to the Yuma test station in Yuma, Ariz. 

Mr. Saunp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, in 1951 the Depart- 
ment of Defense established a joint project for the testing of para- 
chutes and methods of delivery from the air at the El Centro Naval 
Auxiliary Air Station. 

The Navy advises that the project is capable of handling the Army’s 
needs in this field without any additional construction. But appar- 
ently the Army does not want to use these facilities and is requesting 
$137,000 to construct duplicate facilities within a distance of less than 
60 air-miles and in exactly the same climatic conditions. 

The existing facilities at E] Centro are of a permanent nature. 
The Government’s investment there is approximately $20 million. 
The projected Army facilities will be only of a temporary type and 
eventually may have to be replaced. 

As far as I can find out, the Army is basing its request on a survey 
of facilities at El] Centro made by Army representatives in 1958. I 
have a letter here from Admiral Paul Stroop, Chief of the Bureau 
of Naval Weapons, to Congressman Holifield, who is chairman of the 
Military Operations Subcommittee of the Government Operations 
Committee, stating that because of the move of fleet operations from 
E] Centro in 1959, conditions have changed materially. 

The El Centro facilities are standing idle and are now available 
for use by the Army. If the Army’s request for $137,000 is allowed, 
additional expenditures of hundreds of thousands of dollars—pos- 
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sibly millions—will be required to construct supplemental facilities 
such as a whirl tower, a drop tower, a wind tunnel, textile laboratory, 
additional photo laboratory facilities, expanded theodolite tracking 
system, and aircraft maintenance facilities. 

Mr. Chairman, I respectfully request that the existing permanent 
facilities be utilized at El] Centro before authorization is granted to 
construct duplicate installations at Yuma. 

I ask unanimous consent that my prepared statement and the letter 
from Admiral Stroop be included as a part of the record. 

(The statement and letter follow: ) 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I have requested this oppor- 
tunity to appear before the committee and to discuss the Army’s request for 
authorization to construct certain additional testing facilities at Yuma Test 
Station, Yuma, Ariz., in connection with its aerial delivery equipment testing 
program. 

El Centro, Calif., in my district, now has a research and development facility, 
also known as a parachute test facility, located at the naval auxiliary air sta- 
tion. It is my firm belief, and I ask the committee to consider this in the inter- 
ests of economy and efficient use of existing facilities, that the El Centro facility 
can handle the Army test operations without the need for extensive construc- 
tion of the kind now requested by the Army. 

I make three points in behalf of the use of the El Centro facility : 

(1) Primary facilities of permanent-type construction are there now to serve 
Army as well as Air Force and Navy needs; 

(2) The parachute test facility at El Centro was conceived as a true joint 
facility for combined cooperative use by the several military departments, and 
to permit the Army to develop similar and possibly duplicating facilities else- 
where is a step away from the integrated use of common services in the mili- 
tary establishment ; 

(3) El Centro has more facilities to offer now than even before, since the 
Navy has moved most of its fleet training operations from the auxiliary station 
at El Centro to other locations. There are vacant facilities now available for 
Army use. 

With the reduction of fleet activities at El Centro, the station now serves pri- 
marily as a joint research, development, and testing facility. However, the 
Navy still uses it as an auxiliary landing field. If the committee is interested, 
I have a copy of a letter dated February 16, 1960, from Rear Adm. Paul D. 
Stroop, Chief of the Bureau of Naval Weapons, to Congressman Holifield, who 
is chairman of the Military Operations Subcommittee of the Government Op- 
erations Committee, which conveys information on the reduced Navy fleet ac- 
tivities. Admiral Stroop also states in his letter to Mr. Holifield that: 

“In 1958, Army representatives informally explored with naval and Air Force 
representatives the possibility of moving Army parachute research and develop- 
ment activity to El Centro. 

“At that time, the El Centro station was being used nearly to capacity by fleet 
air units. Both airspace and operational facilities were taxed. Neither housing 
nor hangar space was available for Army use.” 

This situation, Admiral Stroop explains, now has changed and the Army 
could make use of the facility. 

The fact that the Army considered using El Centro for this particular pur- 
pose is important. I recognize, of course, that in an attempted justification for 
a buildup of its facilities at the Yuma Test Station less than 60 airline miles 
away, the Army has developed some technical arguments why the Yuma facility 
is more appropriate. But it was not so much the suitability of Yuma that 
dictated the relocation as the fact that the original testing site for such functions 
at Fort Lee, Va., was found to be inadequate. 

The main difficulty with the Fort Lee operation was the runway inadequacy 
at Blackstone Army Air Base, Blackstone, Va., 40 miles west of Fort Lee. The 
runway was not long enough nor strong enough to support the heavy Air Force 
aircraft required for supplying Army needs. Also, the maintenance, supply 
rigging, and storing facilities were located several miles from the point where 
the services normally were required, and the climate at Blackstone was said 
to be suitable for flying only about 6 months of the year. 
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If the Navy had moved its operations from El Centro a year or two earlier, 
it is quite likely that the Army would have transferred its airborne systems 
test activity to E] Centro rather than to Yuma. The general climatic and 
environmental conditions are very similar because of their close proximity, but 
El Centro already had developed testing facilities in this particular field, and 
it had good permanent construction to house equipment and facilities. 

The Army test activity for aerial delivery of supplies and equipment was 
placed at Yuma, but it is not too late to effect a transfer to El Centro in the 
interests of economy and efficiency. The El Centro facilities, as I said, are 
built up, whereas the facilities at Yuma for this purpose are quite primitive. 
The Army would have to build a whirl tower, a drop tower, a wind tunnel, 
textile laboratory, additional photo laboratory facilities, expanded theodolite 
tracking system, and aircraft maintenance facilities. The Yuma construction 
is a temporary type, while the El Centro construction is of a permanent nature. 
Furthermore, El Centro has various types of Air Force and Navy aircraft and 
maintenance facilities for use in connection with development and test work. 
while Yuma, I am advised, depends on aircraft flown in from such places as 
Sewart Air Force Base, Tenn. 

It may be well to review briefly the organization of the Joint Parachute Test 
Facility at El Centro, Calif. 

This facility was established by DOD Directive 5154.1, dated June 9, 1951. It 
was described as a joint project under the management control of the Navy. 
Its purpose was “to assure the maximum joint utilization of trained personnel. 
equipment, and technology in the development testing and evaluation of para- 
chutes and related equipment used by the Armed Forces of the United States.” 

Let me emphasize again that this was a facility to serve the needs of the 
Armed Forces of the United States, not to serve only the needs of the Navy, or 
the Air Force, or any two of them. 

The mission prescribed for the joint facility was to perform development test- 
ing and evaluation, which included the following types of equipment : 

(a) Parachutes and related assemblies ; 

(b) Pilot escape parachute systems and related equipment ; 

(c) Aerial delivery systems for supply and cargo: 

(d) Parachute recovery systems for guided missiles ; 

(e) Decelerating parachutes and related equipment for aircraft ; 

(f) Vertical retardation devices performing functions of parachutes. 

The above-listed functions appear to encompass all those that the Army is 
planning to conduct, or is conducting, at the Yuma Test Station. The Army has 
attempted to make a distinction between parachute testing and testing of air 
delivery equipment and dropping methods, stating that the latter are conducted at 
Yuma while the former are not conducted there. Whatever the point of this dis- 
tinction, there is no doubt that the charter for the El Centro joint facilities in- 
cludes aerial delivery systems for supply and cargo (item (c) above) and other 
related operations. 

Furthermore, the charter as drafted for this facility in 1951 specifically states : 

“The U.S. Air Force will be responsible at the facility for development testing 
and evaluation of parachutes and related equipment for the U.S. Army.” 

I recognize, of course, that since this charter was drafted the Army has been 
endeavoring to build up a more self-sufficient Army aviation, and it may be that 
the location of a test facility at Yuma, which is an Army complex, is preferred 
by the Army. However, I believe that the basic concept of the joint facility at El 
Centro was and is a good concept, and we should not move away from but should 
move toward integration of services and facilities commonly used by all of the 
military departments. 

Even the Army recognizes this obligation to prevent duplication of facilities. 
even if it does not always discharge the obligation. 

For example, a directive from the Office of the Army Chief of Research and 
Development dated April 2, 1959, states that, except with prior approval of the 
Chief of Research and Development, “No test facilities will be constructed to 
accomplish functions which can be performed by similar existing facilities 
operated by the Air Force, Navy, or the NASA.” This directive also states 
that all personnel and cargo parachute research and development tests will be 
accomplished by or through the Air Force. 

Undoubtedly the Army has certain military tasks to perform which go beyond 
those which can be absorbed by the Air Force in the aerial delivery field. "This 
responsibility in the Army now is divided between the Quartermaster General 
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on the research and development side and the Continental Army Command 
on the user-test side. However, it is my firm belief that all these functions 
taken together can best be performed at existing facilities in El Centro and 
that a considerable savings in taxpayers’ dollars can be realized by not con- 
structing similar facilities at Yuma. 

I respectfully request, Mr. Chairman, that your committee give careful con- 
sideration to these points I have made when you consider the Army request. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, 
Bureau or NAVAL WEAPONS, 
Washington D.C., February 16, 1960. 
Hon. Cnet HOoviricE.p, 
Chairman, Military Operations Subcommittee, Committee on Government 
Operations, House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: In response to an oral request from Mr. Earl Mor- 
gan of your staff, I am pleased to furnish the following information on the 
Naval Parachute Facility, El Centro, Calif. 

In 1958, Army representatives informally explored with naval and Air Force 
representatives the possibility of moving Army parachute research and de- 
velopment activity to El Centro. 

At that time, the El Centro station was being used nearly to capacity by 
fleet air units. Both airspace and operational facilities were taxed. Neither 
housing nor hangar space was available for Army use. 

Since that time, however, the station has been reduced to an auxiliary land- 
ing field, and the great majority of fleet training has been moved to other 
locations, leaving vacant facilities which could now be made available for 
Army use. 

Sincerely, 
Pavt D. Srroop, 
Rear Admiral, U.S. Navy, Chief, Bureau of Naval Weapons. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you very much, Judge Saund. 

Now, let me say to the members of the committee: 

The Yuma Test Station was established in 1943. They have 930,445 
acres of land assigned to it. I imagine all of it is Government land, 
because it didn’t cost anything. 

We have spent there $18,880,121. 

There are 52 officers and 386 enlisted men and 583 civilians, or a 
total population of 1,021. 

Now, I do not think that the inactive station at E] Centro can be 
utilized for the purpose for which the station at Yuma is established. 
I don’t think—of course, we want to utilize every one that is abandoned, 
but I don’t think the facts warrant abandoning Yuma and transferring 
all the activity from Yuma over to El] Centro, in view of the fact that 
we have $18,880,121 cost already spent at Yuma. 

Thank you very much, Judge. 

Mr. Saunp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Now, members of the committee, yesterday after- 
noon when we finished 

Mr. Kelleher, take this, please. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Now, yesterday when we recessed to answer a 
quorum call to vote, we had reached in the Navy portion of the bill 
down to section 

Mr. SLATINSHER. 204. 

The CHarrmMan. 203. 

Mr. Rivers. What page ? 
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The Cuatrman. On page 21 of the bill, and in this is $17,500,000, 
and following the policy of the committee, we have reduced it down 
to $10 million. 

Now, the next section is section 204. 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. I am sorry I was late, but have we already passed the 
Lemoore Naval Air Station ? 

The CuatrMan. $14 million, my recollection is. 

Mr. Keviener. $10-million-odd, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. $10 million. It is up in the millions; anything that 
goes to California is high. 

Mr. Ketiener. $80 million in total authorization up totoday. This 
makes it $90-million-plus. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, $90-million-odd. 

Mr. Gupser. Well, Mr. Chairman, I don’t want to ask questions 
about the amount, but would it be proper to ask some questions now or 
should I wait toask the Navy later 

The Carman. What is it you want to know about ? 

Mr. Gupser. I wanted to ask the Navy whether or not they have 
reached a decision as to what effect this transfer of the master jet train- 
ing station to Lemoore from Moffett—what effect that is going to have 
upon the future of Moffett Field. 

Iam not here to question it. Iam merely here to ask. 

Admiral Cuew. That question was asked yesterday, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. Okay. I will get it from the record. 

Admiral Cuew. It is in the record, sir. 

The Cuarrman. If any activity is slowed down at Moffett, it will be 
the first activity from the Department of Defense that has ever been 
slowed down in the great State of California. [Laughter. ] 

The Cuatrman. Section 204. Goahead and read it. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. Section 204. 

In accordance with the provisions of title IV of the Housing 
Amendments of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the 
Navy is authorized to construct family housing for occupancy as 
public quarters at the following locations 

The Cuairrman. Now, wait one minute, before we read these off. 

What is the total number of Capehart houses authorized in the bill ? 
I put it in my statement, but forgot it. 

Admiral Cuew. 3,790, sir. 

The Cuatrman. 3,790. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is for the Navy only. 

Admiral Curw. Navy only. 

The Cuatrman. I am talking about the Navy only; 3,790. 

Now, what is the total number of Capehart houses that have been 
authorized and built in addition to what is in this bill ? 

Admiral Prettter. Mr. Chairman, we have 10,746 units that are 
under construction or completed. There are a few more that have 
been authorized but haven’t been started. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

What is the total number of Capehart houses that have been author- 
ized up to date for the Navy ? 

Admiral Cuew. We would have to furnish that for the record, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. 

Then 10,746 have actully been built ? 

Admiral Petter. Well, they are under construction or completed. 

The Cuarrman. Under construction. 

All right, sir. 

Admiral Curew. Mr. Chairman, I can answer your previous ques- 
tion—15,840 is the number authorized for the Navy. 

The CuHaimrman. That is the total number that have been 
authorized ? 

Admiral Curew. That have been authorized for fiscal years 1957 
through 1960, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right; 15,000 and what 

Admiral Cuew. 840, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. 840. 

And of that number, 10,746 have been built or are in the process 
of being built, is that correct ? 

Admiral Petrter. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Let’s see. That is about 5,000 units plus the 3,790, 
or about 8,000 units that you will still have to build, is that correct ? 

Admiral Prxrter. Some of that 5,000 have dropped out of the pro- 
gram, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Well, what is your carryover, then ? 

Put it this way: What is your carryover on the Capehart houses? 
Let’s get it right down to the last unit. 





The exact number is 8,884. 


Now, while he is looking that up, I wish you would tell me what 
is the average builder’s fee you pay for constructing Capehart houses. 

Admiral Peurirr. I didn’t get that. 

The CuHarrMan. The average builder’s fee. You pay the builder 
a fee for constructing the house. 

Admiral Prxtier. Our average construction cost, Mr. Chairman, on 
the 10,746 units, is $15,998. 

The Cuarrman. I know that. That isthe unit cost. 

Now, how much do you pay on an average to the contractor, the 
builder ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. He bids them. 

Admiral Pexrter. That is a competitive bid price. 

Mr. Rivers. He bids on them. 

Mr. Ketitener. Do you know how much the average builder takes 
out of it as a profit? 

Admiral Per.trer. No, sir, we do not know. 

The CuatrmMan. You don’t know, then, how much—Of course, you 
let them by competitive bid ? 

Admiral Petter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Now, as I understand the operation of it, the builder finances it 
himself, and he offers a bid to construct the unit at a certain cost. 

Admiral Petrrer. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHatrman. You have a maximum amount fixed by law as to 
a cost of a unit—some $16,000. 

Admiral Perrier. $16,500, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DurHuam. We do collect the rent and turn it over to them, 
isn’t that correct ? 
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Mr. Rivers. Not him, but the insurance company. 

Mr. Duruam. I say, we collect the rent and amortize the mortgage. 
The Cuatrman. Then when the builder has finished constructing 
the house, then you take the property and mortgage it ? 

Admiral Petter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And then you pay off the builder right then and 
there. 

Admiral Perrier. Yes. 

The CuHarrman. Or you pay him off 

Admiral Prevrier. There is another corporation formed. We pay 
off the mortgage over a period of 25 years, from our BAQ. 

The CHarrMan. When does the builder get his money for building 
the house ? 

Admiral Perrier. When he completes the project. 

The CuHarrman. Exactly. 

Admiral Petter. We will have the next 25 years to pay off this 
mortgage from appropriated funds. 

The CyHarrmMan. But you goto the FHA and mortgage the property. 

Admiral Prrrer. From some private insurance company. 

The CHatrman. That is right. 

Admiral Peurter. Or retirement fund or something like that. 

The Cuatrman. Now, how much interest are you paying now ? 

Admiral Pevrmr. Mr. Chairman, the last project—in fact, we are 
closing one on the 29th of February, in New London, and we under- 
stand that to get the money, the contractor has had to put up eight 
points. He has to accept a discount of eight points, to get the money 
for this project. 

The CHatrmMan. Does that mean 8 percent? 

Admiral Pevttrer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Eight percent? 

Admiral Pevrier. Eight percent. 

The CHamman. Eight percent money. 

Admiral Pexrrer. As I understand it, he will actually get $92 for 
every hundred dollars he borrows. 

The CuHarrman. Exactly. He gets $92 for putting up $100 worth 
of collateral. 

Admiral Pevrmr. This has gone up considerably in the last 2 or 
3 months. 

The CHarrmMan. What interest rate does the note pay ? 

Admiral Perrier. Four and a half percent 

Mr. Rivers. Right there, Mr. Chairman: 

Could I inquire what you pay the architect for developing the 
plan? What percentage? 

Admiral Prvrter. That varies from a little over 1 to maybe 21% 
percent 

Mr. Rivers. It doesn’t go over 214 percent ? 

Admiral Perrier. I would have to check that, Mr. Rivers, but it 
is not very high. A lot of this is repetitive work. Occasionally it has 
reached 314 percent 
Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

What is the maximum amount? 
Admiral Peitier. $16,500, Mr. Arends. 
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Mr. Arenps. $16,500? And they have been running about at 
$15,000-something ? 

Admiral Perrier. Our average on this 10,746 is $15,998. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrmMan. We have a little background on what these units 
cost. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

That 8 percent—I mean, you discount it 8 percent ? 

Admiral Perrier. They call it 8 points. They don’t call it percent. 

Mr. Bray. No, I realize it isn’t percent. But I believe it should be 
clarified, because the matter was mentioned as 8 percent. Now, it is 
not 8 percent. The loaner of the money gets 41% percent, is that right? 

Admiral Perrier. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. But then in addition to that, he gets this eight. 

Now, that way—to figure the actual rate of interest, you would have 
to figure that out over the period in which the loan would run, wouldn’t 
you?! 

Admiral Pevrier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Have you figured out how much that would be? It runs 
over 25 years, is it, or 20 years / 

Admiral Pevrier. Twenty-five is the minimum. 

Mr. Bray. Twenty-five years. Then it would add considerably less 
than half a percent, wouldn’t it? 

Admiral Pevrrer. Yes, it would. I haven’t figured it out. 

Mr. Bray. So you are still paying less than 5 percent. 

Admiral Penrrer. I would accept your figures on that, as a half- 
percent difference. 

Mr. Bray. Lam sure it would be considerably less than 5 percent. I 
didn’t want the record to show that you were paying 8 percent for 
money. That is the way the record would stand, unless clarified. 

Admiral Pevrier. [ am told it works out a little over 5 percent, 
around 514 percent. 

The current statutory interest rate that we are paying on Capehart 
mortgages is 414 percent, and the mortgage period is 25 years. How- 
ever, on the present tight money market, we find it necessary to accept 
a discount on the funds we borrow in order to get 444 money. This 
discount currently is approximately 8 points, but if the money market 
eases it could reduce to 6 or 4 points. 

In effect, this discount of 8 points means that we receive $92 of build- 
ing money for every $100 mortgage loan we assume for the Govern- 
ment. The effective rate of interest being paid, therefore, exceeds 
41,4 percent by some amount, depending on the actual discount points 
we must accept. A 414 percent interest rate on the mortgage, coupled 
with an 8-point discount at the time we borrow the money, represents 
a yield to the mortgagee of 5.33 percent over the term of the mortgage. 
This yield is 5.12 percent for a 6-point discount, and 4.90 percent for 
a 4-point discount. 

The Cnarrman. It all revolves around this: Money is getting tight, 
and it is making it more costly. The high rate of interest and tight 
money causes the Government to pay more money to construct Cape- 
hart houses now than it did 2 years ago. 

Admiral Pertrer. By 10 percent at least, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. By 10 percent at least. 
All right, the first one is Naval Air Station, Alameda, Calif., 900 
units. 

Admiral Cuew. Section 204 of the bill would authorize construc- 
tion of a total of 3,790 units of family housing at 10 stations in the 
United States. These units would be financed under the Capehart 
legislation. 

All of the housing proposed falls within one or more of three 
categories which require construction of public quarters. Quarters 
will be constructed at stations which are new or are undergoing major 
increases; at isolated stations, where otherwise no housing will be 
available; or to replace temporary or inadequate housing. Most of 
the latter is World War II temporary housing which is now sub- 
standard, and is costing too much to maintain and operate. The 
proposed construction will bring the military housing at the stations 
involved up to less than 55 percent of the requirements for officers and 
senior petty officers. 

The first housing project is at the Naval Air Station, Alameda, Calif. 
The basic housing requirement for eligible personnel] at this station is 
5,523 units. There are now 49 adequate military units available. Com- 
pletion of the proposed 900 units will increase available quarters to 
949 units or 17 percent of the requirement. The air station maintains 
and operates facilities to support operations of aviation activities and 
units of the operating forces of the Navy. This project will provide 
housing to replace 806 units which have been declared inadequate and 
must be disposed of as housing by July 1, 1961, and 94 units of low- 
cost rental housing. A comprehensive joint factfinding survey of 
family housing in the San Francisco Bay area, made by the FHA and 
the postmasters of the area, revealed a critical shortage of rental hous- 
ing. The survey board predicted a greater deficit in the future due 
to rapid influx of personnel and industry to this area. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Siatinsuek. Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, Calif., 400 
units. 

Admiral Cuew. The next project is at the Marine Corps Base, Camp 
Pendleton, Calif. 

The basic requirement for eligible personnel at this base is 6,478 
units. There are now 1,675 adequate military units available. Com- 
pletion of the proposed 400 units will increase the available assets to 
2,075 units or 32 percent of the requirement. 

Camp Pendleton provides housing, training facilities, logistical sup- 
port, and certain administrative support for Fleet Marine Force units 
and other units assigned. 

This project of 400 units will provide additional housing in an area 
in which a critical housing shortage exists. A sample survey of the 
Oceanside area revealed a critical shortage of rental units and housing 
in general due to a rapidly expanding population. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SiatINsHEK. Naval Station, South Carolina, 500 units. 

The third project is at the Naval Base, Charleston, S.C. 

The basic housing requirement for eligible personnel at this location 





is 5,242 units. There are now 505 adequate military units available. 
Completion of the proposed 500 units will increase the available assets 
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to 1,005 units, or 17 percent of the requirement. The naval base pro- 
vides logistic support for the operating forces of the Navy, and for 
dependent activities and other commands as assigned. 

his project of 500 units will alleviate a critical housing shortage 
resulting from home-porting additional ships and providing a missile 
capability in the Charleston area. A survey of private rental units 
in February 1959 revealed a shortage of 3,700 units for the projected 
base loading. There have been 100 rental units constructed by private 
enterprise as a result of the efforts of Congressman Rivers on behalf 
of the Navy. Although there are no private rental units now under 
construction or planned, it is hoped that community support will 
continue and help overcome the shortage of 3,000 units which will 
remain after construction of this project. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to ask Admiral Chew and Admirs] Wilson to 
give me a little background on the need for that project. 

I understand Admiral Wilson to say privately that there would 
be a requirement in the future, plus a need for it now ¢ 

Admiral Witson. This is right, Mr. Rivers. 

As you know, we are building up the Polaris submarine facility at 
Charleston, and we expect to put additional units of the active fleet in 
Charleston as soon as some pier space can be made available. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, what projected requirement will the Polaris base 
have? The naval ammunition depot, I mean. 

Admiral Cuew. In terms of your original question, sir, our require- 
ment will be about 5,200 family units, understanding, sir, that that 
takes care of the fleet-based units there as well as the shore-based units. 
In other words 

Mr. Rivers. The reason I wanted to ask you—and I want this for 
the record—the community constructed some 600 or 800 on their own, 
without any Federal help at all, for rental. I think it would be a good 
thing to approve these with the agreement that you won’t go ahead 
with them until there has been established a definite need. Because 
the Air Force is building 300 or 350—what is it, 3504 

Mr. Ferry. 350 at the airbase, and that will release 350 spaces. 

And I would like to have the assurance of the Navy that another 
look-see will be made before—— 

Admiral Cuew. I can definitely give you that assurance, Mr. Rivers, 
that we would not go ahead with this project if community support 
is forthcoming, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I haven’t any further questions. 

The CHarrman. Then in view of that statement, you should know 
now whether there is community support available to take care of it. 

Why shouldn’t then, this item be stricken from the record ¢ 

Admiral Witson. They are not now available. 

The CHamman. You come in here and say we need these because 
there is no community support ? 

Admiral Cuew. There is not at the present time adequate com- 
munity support, Mr. Chairman. 

Now, it may be generated, and houses may be built, but at the 
present time there is not. 

The Cuairman. Well, if the community is looking to any building 
out of 810, I think they will be disappointed. 
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Mr. Rivers. I want to tell you they are not. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. If you can just approve these— 

The CHarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Statinsuex. Naval Training Center, Great. pon Ill., 250 
units. 

The fourth housing project is at the Naval Training Center, Great 
Lakes, Il. 

The basic housing requirement for eligible personnel is 3,550 units. 
There are now 1,032 adequate military units available. Completion 
of the proposed 250 units will increase the available assets to 1,282 
units or 36 percent of the requirement. 

NTC, Great Lakes, provides basic indoctrination for enlisted per- 
sonnel and primary, HF ete and specialized training for officer and 
enlisted personnel of the Regular Navy and the Naval Reserve. 

This project of 250 units is programed to replace 250 units of the 
351 unit substandard rental housing project known as Farnsworth 
Homes. These rental units are no longer considered safe for occu- 
pancy. In September 1959 59 families had to be evacuated from 
units due to roofs being blown off by high winds. It is considered 
economically infeasible to repair these units or convert them to ade- 
quate public quarters. Also, this station is surrounded by a high 
cost rental area. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, members of the committee, here is a special book I had pre- 
pared by the Navy on Capehart houses. 

Read the page in this special book. It will give you all the in- 
formation about every Capehart house. 

Everyone find this little book here and go right through it with 
Capehart houses. 

Mr. Rivers. Where is that ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. It is the little thin—— 

Mr. SratrnsHek. It is the thin book, marked Capehart housing 
in the lower righthand corner. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, did we find out from the Navy how 
much more it costs for Navy personnel to live in built-up Capehart 
houses than it does by paying quarters allowance out on the com- 
munity / 

The CHarrMan. Well, that is a little too deep for them to figure or 
for me to understand. 

Mr. Harpy. It is not too deep for them to understand. 

It is a point that I think we are going to have to reckon with, and 
maybe we ought to just find out from the Navy whether they have any 
experience in that. 

If they know now how much more it costs to provide housing, 
Capehart housing, to house the personnel on base than it would if 
they rented out in the community ¢ 

Admiral Witson. Well, this dependsa great deal on the community, 
Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. It doesn’t, Admiral, because if a man rents out in a 
community, he pays his quarters allowance, and that is all it costs. 
That is all it costs the Navy. 

Admiral Witson. Well, this is right. 
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Mr. Harpy. If he stays on base in a Capehart, he not only pays— 
it costs the Navy his quarters allowance, and then it also costs the 
Navy for services 

Admiral Witson. Maintenance. 

Mr. Harpy. And maintenance. 

Admiral Cuew. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, how much does it cost per unit to maintain and 
provide services to Capehart residents ? 

Admiral Cuew. Our maintenance figures on Capehart are in the 
neighborhood—and I think I am correct here—of about $60 a month, 
sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Does that include all your services? 

Admiral Curew. That includes your utilities; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, wouldn’t you be just as well off to increase your 
quarters allowance by $60 a month for people to get adequate quar- 
ters on the outside ? 

Admiral Cuew. I could answer that very quickly, sir. 

I don’t feel that that would be the proper solution because from my 
personal experience, I know that when anybody has been told that 
my quarters allowance are going up 60 bucks, the rent goes up before 
I get my quarters allowance. 

“Mr. Harpy. Of course, you are anticipating what is going to hap- 
pen to the rental market. 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir, indeed so. 

Mr. Harpy. On the question of doing that. But from the stand- 
point of cost, it wouldn't cost the service any more now to pay these 
additional charges on the outside than it does for them to live in 
Capehart houses on the post. 

Mr. Wrinsreap. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt there? 

In 25 years you will own these houses ? 

Admiral Cuew. That is correct. 

Mr. Winsteap. That $60 a month goes to pay for these houses ? 

Admiral Cuew. We will own those houses, that is correct. 

The CuatrMan. Mr. Hardy was falling into the error that it 
would probably be better to rent than to own. 

Mr. Harpy. No, I am not, Mr. Chairman. I am just trying to dis- 
pute the question, and raise the fact that there is a lot of housing 
available in the community if we had a realistic evaluation of the 
factors to the individual for his cost of service. 

The Cuairman. Thank you very much. 

Go to the next item, Mayport. 

Mr. Statinsuek. This item appears on pages 10 and 11 of your 
backup book. 

Naval Station, Mayport, Fla., 500 units. 

Admiral Curw. The fifth housing project is at the Naval Station, 
Mayport, Fla. 

The basic housing requirement for eligible personnel at this station 
is 5,373 units. There are no adequate assets available. However, 40 
units were approved in the fiscal year 1960 program and will be 
placed under construction in a very short. time. Completion of the 
proposed 500 units will increase the available assets to 540 units or 
10 percent of the requirement. 
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This station provides logistic support for the Operating Forces 
of the Navy, and for dependent activities and other commands as 
assigned. 

In this project 500 units will alleviate the critical housing shortage 
in the Mayport area. Mayport is located 17 miles from Jacksonville 
in a beach resort area. There is no satisfactory public transportation 
available from Jacksonville to Mayport. The only rental housing 
available is of the resort type built for summer living only. These 
units are subject to very high seasonal rental rates, 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman, this is the district L represented. 

I wrote a letter yesterday to the House Armed Services Committee 
because a constituent of mine raised certain objections to this. 

So before we go any further on this, I would appreciate it if the 
Navy could give some more material to show this is a proper thing. 

Since he wrote to me and said he felt there was a great vacancy 
rate already in existing facilities nearby, I would appreciate it if the 
Navy could throw some light upon this as to the need of these 500 
units. 

Admiral Cuew. In answer to your question, Mr. Bennett, we know 
of no basic community support, and I don’t know precisely the con- 
tents of the letter and who and in what area they said houses were 
available. But I have been led to believe—— 

Mr. Bennetr. Admiral, are you familiar with the area? Are you 
fairly familiar with the area? 

Admiral Cuew. Only by map, sir. I have a map here, and I know. 
I think it is in the Jacksonville—— 

Mr. Bennett. The man who wrote me manages the McCormack 
Apartments, which are very large, a multiunit apartment. 

Admiral Cuew. In Jacksonville, is that it? 

Mr. Bennett. Jacksonville Beach. 

He says they have a very high rate of vacancies. I don’t feel you 
have the information to make the judgment at this point, but I think 
the Navy ought to do something to show the need for the 500 units. 

Admiral Cuew. Commander Thomas has been there, sir. 

Commander Tuomas. We find in general that in the Jacksonville 
Beach area in most of the houses that are within the means of our 
personnel, the rentals in the wintertime are low enough so our people 
can afford them, but in the summer these rentals jump to two and 
three and four times this amount. 

Admiral Cuew. Is it the other way around? 

Admiral Pettrer. No, it is asummer resort. 

Commander Tuomas. It is a summer resort. 

Admiral Perrier. And not a winter resort. 

Commander Tuomas. That is correct. So they cannot move in it 
and call it permanent housing. That is the reason these units are 
vacant. 

The Cuatrman. Now, we just as well get this in our mind: Where 
these installations are, people must have quarters. And it was said by 
the admiral just awhile ago that when there is an increase in quarters 
allowance, the rent immediately goes up. We must, for the morale 
of our forces, try to build houses for them to live in. And of course 
realtors are going to be fussing about it and all that, and at every 
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place in the country they will say, “Well, don’t let the Government 
build these houses. We will build them, and we will rent them.” 

A great many of them are substandard, and we do not want to con- 
tinue personnel living in substandard houses. 

So 1 think, in view of the fact that we do not make direct appropria- 
tions, the best way is to go along with a worthwhile Capehart pro- 
gram. And we know that every realtor is going to have some selfish 
motive behind his objective. He is considering about how much the 
rent is going and the effect on property. 

Mr. Duruam. At that point, Mr. Chairman, may I ask the Admiral: 
At the present time, how many Navy personnel or how many units are 
substandard that you are using today ¢ 

Admiral Cuew. Are you speaking specifically of Mayport now, Mr. 
Durham ¢ 

Mr. Duruam. No. I am speaking of the entire service. Because we 
tried to get rid of the substandard housing here. 

Admiral Cuew. We are making every effort to get rid of it. 

Mr. Duruam. I would like to know how many you are using today. 

The Cuarrman. They are using too many. 

Admiral Cuew. I will give you the figures, sir. 

We have substandard housing : 41,493 units, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. In other words, you have 41,400 and some units today 
that you are using that are substandard ¢ 

Admiral Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. And somebody is kicking about building new ones 
here ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. And get this in mind, members. You want 
these installations in your district, and the Government needs them in 
the areas where they put them, and they must provide quarters for 
the people that live in them, and they must be quarters of the standard 
which we expect our Army, Navy, and Air Force personnel to live in. 

Mr. Conetan. Hear, hear. 

The Cuarrman. I was very much impressed the other day when Mr. 
Cohelan was talking about personnel living in trailers and all that kind 
of thing. The Government owes it to the people who are dedicating 
their time and ability to serve the Nation to give them at least adequate 
quarters when they are paying for it themselves, out of their own 
quarters allowance. Now, let’s goon. 

Mr. Durnam. All you have asked for here—it is not just a drop in 
the bucket. 

The Crarrman. Of course not. 

Mr. Duruam. Of getting rid of what you have determined as sub- 
standard housing. Now, how fast? How many did you eliminate in 
the last 12 months? We have been pushing this thing for several years 
to try to get rid of this mess. 

Admiral Cuew. I can furnish that for the record. But we have a 
very active program. 

Mr. Duruam. I think it has a very direct bearing on this whole 
thing. 

Admiral Curew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Admiral. 

Admiral Witson, One example of that, Mr. Durham, is the Cape- 
hart project that is going in at Newport. We are taking the land 
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there to construct the Capehart housing on the site that is now used by 
our own trailer camp. This will make a significant step forward in 
that area. 

Mr. Arenps. Admiral, let me ask you a question. Is a trailer camp 
substandard ? 

Admiral Witson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. Well, how are you going to change the mind of some 
of these boys who want to live in trailer camps? If they can draw 
$92 a month and they can live in a trailer camp for 50 bucks, that 
is where they are going to live. 

One of the reasons we have slums in this country is we have a lot 
of slum-dwelling people. 

Admiral Witson. I think that is right. 

Mr. Arenps. And you will have the same thing with a lot of your 
personnel. Youcan call them substandard. But the complete answer 
is: You are going to have to change the idea in some boy’s mind, where 
they ought to stop trying to make money off their quarters allowance. 

Admiral Witson. I can give you one example of that that I saw 
myself at Great Lakes. 

We have out there a very fine new recruit barracks. This fine old 
chief petty officer, with about five hash marks on his sleeve, gold, 
marched his company up and dismissed them in front of this new 
barracks, walked across the street and hung his hat up in a trailer. 
I submit this is not the way to inspire young men to enter the Navy. 

Mr. Arenps. I agree, we ought to provide them. But I think you 
have a problem in trying to get them all to move into them. 

Admiral Witson. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, let’s go on, now and build 
these houses for the personnel. If you want these installations in 
your district, you must go along with this and have quarters for the 
people to live in. 

Mr. Siatinsuek. The next item appears on pages 12 and 13: Naval 
Air Station, Memphis, Tenn., 500 units. 

Admiral Cuew. The sixth project is at the Naval Air Station, 
Memphis, Tenn. The basic housing requirement for eligible person- 
nel at this station is 3,390 units. There are now 807 adequate mili- 
tary units available. Completion of the proposed 500 units will in- 
crease the available assets to 1,307 units, or 39 percent of the re- 
quirement. LPs 

NAS, Memphis maintains and operates facilities and provides 
services and material to support operations of aviation activities and 
units of the Naval Air Training Command. This project of 500 
units is required to provide additional housing due to an increase 
in personnel as a result of consolidation of training at Memphis. 
Training units from Norman, Okla., and Jacksonville, Fla., have 
been or are being moved to the Memphis area. The regional FHA 
director at Memphis has advised that private enterprise will not meet 
the demands for rental housing and that housing for military per- 
sonnel will have to be provided by the Government to a great extent. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Mr. SLaTinsHEK. The next item, pages 14 and 15 in the backup 
book: Naval Post Graduate School, Monterey, Calif., 250 units. 
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Admiral Curw. The seventh project is at the Naval Post Graduate 
School, Monterey, Calif. 

The basic housing requirement for eligible personnel at this sta- 
tion is 1,640 units. There are now 476 adequate military units avail- 
able. Completion of the proposed 250 units will increase the avail- 
able assets to 726 units or 44 percent of the requirements. 

Monterey conducts and directs the instructions of commissioned 
officers by advanced education, to broaden the professional knowledge 
of general line officers and to provide such other indoctrination, tech- 
nical and professional instruction as may be prescribed to meet the 
needs of the naval service. 

This project of 250 units is to provide housing for postgraduate 
students who are attending accelerated courses. A comprehensive sur- 
vey of the small towns in this expensive resort area revealed that ade- 
quate private rental housing is not available at a cost which military 
personnel can afford to pay. This shortage of adequate rentals has 
forced over 300 families either to buy homes in the area or leave their 
families at other locations. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Mr. Statinsuek. The next item is on pages 16 and 18 of the backup 
book: Naval Air Station, Oceana, Va., 40 units. 

Admiral Curw. The eighth project is at the Naval Air Station, 
Oceana, and Fleet Air Defense Training Center, Dam Neck, Va. 

The basic housing requirement for eligible personnel at these two 
stations is 1,897. There are now 574 adequate military units avail- 
able. Completion of the requested 40 units will increase the avail- 
able quarters to 614 units or 28 percent of the requirement. 

The NAS, Oceana, maintains and operates facilities and provides 
services and material to support operations of aviation activities 
and units of the operating forces of the Navy and other activities 
and units. The FADTC, Dam Neck, provides operational training 
in all aspects of naval air defense, thereby providing qualified per- 
sonnel to operational forces afloat. This project of 40 units is to 
provide on-station housing for key and essential officer personnel. 
There are only two sets of adequate officers’ quarters at NAS, Oceana, 
and four at FADTC, Dam Neck. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Mr. Siatinsuek. The next item on pages 19 and 21: Pacific Mis- 
sile Range, Point Mugu, Calif., 300 units. 

Admiral Cuew. The next project is at the Naval Missile Center, 
Point Mugu, Calif. 

The basic housing requirement for eligible personnel at this sta- 
tion is 2,250 units. There are now 583 ‘adits military units avail- 
able. Completion of the proposed 300 units will increase the avail- 
able assets to 883 units, or 39 percent of the requirement. The NMC 
conducts tests and evaluation of guided missiles. 

This project of 300 units is a second increment of Capehart units 
to provide housing which is necessary due to the increase in personnel 
resulting from the expansion of the Pacific Missile Range. This ac- 
tivity is located 45 miles north of Los Angeles and 45 miles south of 
Santa Barbara. These are the closest large cities capable of providing 
private housing support in the quantity required. A survey of the 
nearby towns of Oxnard and Ventura revealed that existing rentals 
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are negligible. Regional FHA directors from Los Angeles and Santa 
Barbara stated that there were no rental units proposed for FHA 
financing. And further, that those applications which were on file, 
have been dropped in fayor of housing for sale. The director of 
planning for wate County stated that the Government should 
provide housing for at least 60 percent of its military personnel. 

The Cuamrman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Mr. Siatinsuex. The next item appears on pages 22 to 24 of the 
backup book: Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, Calif., 150 units, 

Admiral Cuew. The fnal project is at the Marine Corps Base, 
Twentynine Palms, Calif. 

The basic housing requirement for eligible personnel at this base is 
1,456 units. There are now 495 adequate military units available. 
Completion of the proposed 150 units will increase the available 
assets to 795, or 54 percent of the requirement, 

This base provides housing, training facilities, logistical support 
and certain administrative support for Fleet Marine Force units and 
other units assigned. This is the second increment of housing units 
for this location, 150 units having been approved in the fiscal year 
1960 program. Twentynine Palms is located in an isolated desert 
area. The nearest large community which could provide adequate 
community support is 75 miles away. Military personnel are now 
living in 278 inadequate trailers and rental units at this location. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Now, that provides for 379 Capehart houses in this bill. 

Mr. Keviener. 3,790. 

The CHarrMan. 3,790. 

Now read section 205—— 

Admiral Wuson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask—— 

The Cuairman. Yes, sir, Admiral. 

Admiral Witson. Your consideration for just a minute? 

The Cuarrman. I can’t hear you. 

Admiral Wirson. We have one more project in Capehart housing 
in the New York City metropolitan area. 

This is for 500 units, cae erected on Navy-owned property. 

The Cuatrman. Has it been cleared by the Budget ? 

Admiral Wirson. This has been cleared by the Department of 
Defense and is now in the Bureau of the Budget. 

I realize that you can’t accept it, but I ask your favorable consider- 
ation at perhaps a later time. 

The CuHarrMan. Well, let it come in regularly and in due form. 
Let the Budget pass on it, and if the Budget passes on it between 
now and the final chapter in this bill, why, we will give it 
consideration. 

Admiral Wuson. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. Where would that be in New York? 

Admiral Wizson. Partially on our property at St. Albans Hospital, 
where we are demolishing old wartime structures, and partial at 


the receiving station annex, which is contiguous to the Navy yard, up 
the river from the Navy yard—the old naval hospital. 
Mr. Arenps. It supplants present housing ? 
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Admiral Witson. It will supplant some of our substandard hous- 
ing and make a dent at least in our great deficiency in the New York 
area. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarman. Go ahead with section 205. 

Admiral Cuew. Mr. Chairman, may I call your attention to one 
small item ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Admiral Cuew. In the project at Oceana, there are 15 of the 40 units 
that will be to meet requirements of key personnel at the Fleet Air 
Defense Training Center, Dam Neck. 

These figures are given in the backup book, but I also wanted to point 
out that of the units at Point Mugu, 12 units of those would be built at 
Port Hueneme, that is, 12 of the 300. It is in the backup book also. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman. 

Admiral, are we getting rid of the quonset huts? In San Diego, 
when I was there, 1 observed there was quite a few of those quonset 
huts that were occupied. Are we getting rid of those as part of the 
program ¢ 

Admiral Cuew. When the Capehart units will be completed, we will 
tear the quonset huts down. 

Mr. Coneran. That is part of the 41,000 we are talking about ? 

Admiral Cuew. I would like to check that 41,000 as an accurate 
figure. 

(The accuracy of the figure was later confirmed.) 

Mr. Conetan. Thank you very much. 

Admiral Wizson. It is a part of that project, yes. 

Admiral Cuew. It isa part of that project, yes. 

Mr. Coneian. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, the next is section 205, which relates to deficiency authoriza- 
tions. There is about $25 million involved in it. 

The Navy, after making an inquiry as to the cost, found i could 
not build within the limit put in the bill last year, and they have to 
raise it about $25 million. 

Without objection, section 205 is ig 

Now, get to section—that endsthe bill. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Section 206, also. 

The Cuarmman. What? 

That ends the Navy part of the bill. 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. Section 206. 

Mr. Ke.itener. There are other sections that all relate to the same 
problem. 

Mr. SLATINsSHEK. Deficiency. 

Mr. Rivers. What do you call that—reclama. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes, section 206 is the same thing. 

Mr. Ket.ener. Right. 

The CHarrMan. Section 205 and section 206. 

Now, I would like to put in the record the very fine breakdown that 
Secretary Bryant gave as to percentagewise and how the money has 
been apportioned of the amount which goes to the Navy. 
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Mr. Kelleher, put that in the record back there. 
Mr. Kewieuer. I will, sir. 
(The breakdown follows :) 


Summary of program objectives contained in title II (Navy) 











For facilities needed to support fleet command and worldwide communications 


activities at seven continental and nine oversea installations................--. 


For troop housing in the continental United States and oversea areas; to provide 
2.975 barracks spaces; 986 cadets quarters; 252 bachelor officers spaces; and re- 
ia acetates Rate a Saati Ri lib Ser peeling ar Sige 

For facilities to support new weapons developments. new research and develop- 
ment activities. and new mission requirements : 


For facilities necessary to support the aircraft and ships of the carrier striking 


forces 
For facilities for maintenance and overhaul of Polaris and nuclear submarines 
and facilities to support the anti-submarine-warfare program. ___._._.._._.....- 
For construction in support of research and development activities.__________- 
For facilities in support of missile development, evaluation, and training ae 
For 400 appropriated fund family housing units in Okinawa; 100 surplus com- 
modity units in Spain; and 47 surplus commodity units in Turkey _._____.___- 
For facilities in support of Marine Corps ground forces and air units _......._._- 
For community, welfare, and morale facilities; including service clubs, commis- 
os religious activities center, theater, and other community support facil- 
For facilities necessary to support aircraft pilot training; specialized communica- 
tions training; and other training in support of fleet activities._............__-- 
For land acquisition to provide for missile instrumentation sites; a fuel pipeline 
and terminal pumping station, and a degaussing range station__.........._.._- 
For construction in support of other essential programs, including medical 
facilities, supply facilities, improvement, and modernization of utilities, and 
other related items 


a 














Analysis of title II (Navy) by category, facilities to be provided 


(Dollar amounts in millions] 


























Zone of | Percent | Overseas; Percent 
Interior 
| 
| 
1. Operational and training_._._..._.___- $30.9| 22.4 | $15.4 1.2} $46.3 33.6 
2. Maintenance and production __..___.. 13.4 | 9.7 0 13.4 9.7 
3. Research, development, and test_____- 10.2 | 7.4 3 10.4 7.6 
BE ES Be eee 1.7 | 1.2 1 1.8 1.3 
5. Hospital and medical. __..........___. | 6] .4 0 .5 4 
6. Administrative. -.....-.-...-------.-. 2.3 | 1.6 1 2.4 1.7 
7. Housing and community ___.___.____.- 22.1! 16.0 9.3 31.4 22.8 
8. Utilities and ground improvements _ __}| 12.8 | 9.2 .8 13.6 9.8 
Fiera © 5 | 4 0 5 .4 
OD, PO sieciceseswcne ESR AEE | 17.5 12.7 0 17.5 12.7 
0 See ea ee ee | 111.9 | 81.0 25.9 19, 137.8 100. 0 
1 














The Cuatrman. Admiral Wilson, Admiral Chew, and Admiral 
Peltier, we are very grateful to you for the information you have 
given us. You have made a good, strong case. You had no trouble 
in defending these items to the committee, in the wisdom of which 


we have taken action. 


Admiral Petrrer. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 


Admiral Wirson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Admiral Crew. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


The CuHarrman. Now, let Secretary Sharp, of the Air Force, please 


come around. 
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Now, members of the committee, let’s be in order now. 

This is the Air Force portion of the bill. 

We have the opportunity of having a statement from the Secretary 
of the Air Force, Secretary Sharp. 

Let the audience take seats or retire from the room. You are hold- 
ing up the bill. 

Members of the committee, this is the first appearance of our new 
Secretary of the Air Force. 

Seeretary Sharp, the committee welcomes you here this morning. 

You may submit whatever statement you desire to do so, without 
interruption. Later on, we will ask you some questions with refer- 
ence to the various items of your bill. 

Let the committee be in order. 

Go right ahead. 

Secretary Suarp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am happy to ap- 
pear before you to present the Air Force military construction au- 
thorization request for fiscal year 1961. 

These hearings on construction requirements are indeed timely 
since they follow so shortly after our presentations and discussions 
with the committee on our overall military posture and the status of 
our operational programs and weapon systems. 

My purpose today is to discuss the direct relationship of the Air 
Force base structure to our operational programs, and the role of 
our new construction request in the effective utilization of the modern 
weapon systems which are being integrated into our forces. 

I shall also discuss the major features of our construction authoriza- 
tion request contained in title ITI of the bill. 

General Curtin, the Deputy Director of Civil Engineering, then will 
present details of our fiscal year 1961 construction authorization 
program. 

In addition, we are prepared to provide detailed information on 
any special areas of interest that the committee desires. 

In my appearance last month before the committee, I stressed two 
significant ote affecting the Air Force—change and cost. Both 
of these factors have a significant bearing on our base program. 

As to change, the rapid evolution of air power—and the accelerating 
transition into aerospace power—have created requirements for new 
types of facilities. For many of our programs, base facilities now are 
the critical element since they are an integral part of the basic weapon 
system. This is evident in the case of missiles and space vehicles and 
for the facilities housing the computers, displays, and control func- 
tions which are a principal element of many of the new systems. 

At the recent posture hearings, I stated that the flexibility and 
judgment inherent in the manned airplane which are not charac- 
teristic of missiles, will require that we continue to operate manned 
systems during the foreseeable future. To make these manned sys- 
tems effective, we must continue their modernization. This moderni- 
zation, in turn, requires construction of certain specialized types of 
support facilities such as those that house the equipment to properly 
maintain and calibrate the new and complex technical components. 

The factor of change which is dictating the need for special types 
of base facilities for new equipment, likewise involves the numbers 
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and quality of the people we need. To maintain, operate, and control 
modern weapons, we need highly trained, experienced personnel. 
Numerous personnel programs and actions taken in recent years, in 
large measure due to legislative support of the Congress, have re- 
sulted in increased personnel retention which is essential to building 
a professional force. Here again, however, base facilities have an 
important part in the attainment of our personnel program goals. 
The higher quality and maturity of the force result in larger families 
for whom adequate facilities must be provided to continue a desirable 
retention level of skilled personnel. 

The factor of cost has had a major influence on Air Force actions 
and objectives in both base utilization and base construction program- 
ing areas. As the costs of hardware for new or improved systems 
constantly increase, so do the complexity and cost of the base facilities 
in which we house the hardware. Therefore, within the limits of 
prudent expenditures, our development of new facilities are directed 
toward the most efficient and economical use of existing base facilities 
and a minimum of new construction to produce maximum effectiveness. 

Directly related to these considerations are the associated and sub- 
stantial costs of base operation and maintenance. Our efforts to effect 
economies in base utilization have been applied in three areas—re- 
duction of construction standards where consistent with good engi- 
neering practice and the planned period of utilization ; adaptation of 
existing base facilities to meet new requirements when feasible; and 
base adjustments and reductions, where possible without suffering a 
reduction in overall operational readiness posture. 

With respect to base closing, the Air Force is fully aware of the 
significance and impact upon the local community. However, as the 
force structure decreases and the transition into a growing capability 
in missiles and space applications progresses, closing of some pres- 
ently operating bases and facilities must follow. This is inevitable 
from the economics of both personnel and operating costs. 

In recent months, announcements have been made of the planned 
closure or major activity reduction of a number of Air Force bases. 
I expect as further evolution of our forces occurs, additional base 
reductions will be necessary. I am confident that the Congress will 
support us where such actions are indicated and are economically 
justified. 


PROGRAM CONTENT 


_ The Air Force request for additional construction authorizations 
in this bill amounts to $738,133,000. This total consists of $726,317,000 
for the Active Forces, of which $675,796,000 is for new projects and 
$50,521,000 is for increases in prior years authorizations; $4,590,000 
for the Air Force Reserve; and $7,226,000 for the Air National Guard. 

In addition, authorization is requested to construct 1,645 units of 
family housing in the United States under title VIII of the National 
Housing Act. 

Since detailed presentations already have been made to the com- 
mittee with respect to the programs for the Reserve components, I 
shall limit my remarks to the construction p m for the Active 
Forces which is contained in title III of the bill. 
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MISSILES 


This fiscal year 1961 authorization request distinctly reflects the 
changing proportions of missiles and manned aircraft in our forces. 
Over half of the construction proposed in the bill, or $342 million, is 
devoted to operational missile site facilities. This total includes 
amounts for the intercontinental ballistic missiles, satellites, the Bo- 
mare defense missile, and the Mace tactical missile. 


BALLISTIC MISSILES 


The predominant portion of these missile facilities, or $298 mil- 
lion, is associated with ballistic missiles and satellites which are 
launched with ballistic missiles. Included are facilities for the Atlas, 
Titan, and Minuteman ICBM’s; and the Samos and Midas satellite 
programs. 

The committee will recall that, as a result of recent congressional 
approval for the reprograming of available prior years’ construction 
authorizations, the ir Fores now is proceeding with the construction 
of four additional operational Atlas squadrons which will complete 
the currently planned 13-squadron Atlas force. 

However, in consonance with discussions during the hearings by 
the committee on the Atlas reprograming, relating to the adequacy 
of prior authorizations for construction of the four additional Atlas 
squadrons, section 306(b) of the bill proviies an additional $50 mil- 
lion for that purpose by increasing the authorized amount for bal- 
listic missiles which was granted last year in section 302 of Public 
Law 86-149. New projects for Atlas construction contained in this 
authorization bill are limited to test and training facilities and short 
leadtime technical support items for the previously programed op- 
erational squadron sites. 

The major portion of the ballistic missile amount provides facili- 
ties for four additional operational Titan squadrons. The requested 
Titan construction also provides for test oa training facilities, tech- 
nical support facilities at previously programed sites, and advance 
site preparation at operational squadron locations for which facility 
construction will be requested next year. 

Facilities requested for the Minuteman ICBM will provide the first 
operational sites for this system which has such high promise of pro- 
viding an extremely effective ICBM force in substantial numbers at 
reasonable cost. The Minuteman program likewise includes train- 
ing and technical support facilities and advance site preparation for 
operational squadrons to be provided in future years. 

The facilities being constructed for the latter portion of the Atlas 
squadrons, and for all of the Titan and Minuteman squadrons, will be 
in a dispersed and hardened configuration. The reduced vulnerability 
of the missiles resulting from this factor will significantly increase 
their retaliatory effectiveness. 


SATELLITES 


Facilities for the two military satellite development programs, the 
Samos and Midas, for which responsibility has been transferred to 
the Air Force, include launchers and technical support facilities and 
tracker and readout stations in both United States and oversea loca- 
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tions. These satellite systems—the Samos is a visual reconnaissance 
system, and the Midas is an infrared missile defense alarm system— 
will provide valuable information previously unavailable. When 
integrated into the forces, they will bring a marked improvement in 
our overall military capability. 


DEFENSE MISSILES 


Twenty-six million dollars is included in the bill to provide 1 addi- 
tional operational Bomare missile site and additional launcher facil- 
ities at 10 previously programed sites. The Bomare program is 

roceeding on schedule and we now have two operational sites—Mc- 

uire and Suffolk Counties. The Bomarc test program is achieving 
successful results in its planned course. The compatibility of the 
Sage and Bomarc has been thoroughly demonst i Multiple mis- 
sion capability, mixed mission capability, and target reassignment 
capability have been accomplished successfully using Sage control 
operations. Many of the Bomare firings at Eglin Air Force Base 
have been under the control of the Montgomery Sage sector. And 
here, Mr. Chairman, I would like to add the statement that we are 
constantly and actively restudying the whole air defense problem, and 
it is possible that we may present at some future date some changes 
in this air defense program. 


TACTICAL MISSILES 


Tactical missile units, for the most part, currently are equipped 
with air-breathing surface-to-surface Matadors which have been op- 
erational and on station overseas since March 1954. 

The Mace, a followon tactical missile with increased operational 
range, greater accuracy, and improved penetration capabilities, now 
is being delivered to our units overseas. This authorization bill in- 
cludes $17 million to provide hardened Mace facilities in the European 
and Pacific areas which by virtue of their decreased vulnerability, 
will provide an even greater degree of capability to these tactical 
forces. 

STRATEGIC FORCES 


In addition to the substantial program I have just discussed for 
ballistic missiles, $80 million of other facilities are requested for sup- 
port of the strategic forces. Forty-five million dollars of this pro- 
vides additional facilities for the B-52 heavy bombers and their 
associated KC—135 jet tankers, including $7.5 million to convert a 
B-47 base, March Air Force Base in California, for deployment of a 
B-52 squadron in continuation of the B-52 dispersal program. This 
converted B-47 base, together with bases developed under previous 
construction programs, will provide a total of 38 bases for the 42- 
squadron B-52 force. The other major items included in the pro- 
gram for the strategic forces, which will improve the alert posture 
and capabilities of the bombers and tankers, consist largely of air- 
field pavements, aircraft maintenance facilities, and hardened combat 
operations and command control facilities. 
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AIR DEFENSE 


A total of $101 million is included in the bill for air defense in 
addition to the $26 million for the Bomare missile. Thirty-five mil- 
lion dollars of this amount relates to the Sage system and includes 
$29.7 million for the completion of construction of four hardened 
combat centers for which excavation is being accomplished with 
prior years authorizations and funds. 

Under the revised air defense plan announced last year, certain 
adjustments were scheduled to be made in the Sage system together 
with other defense systems. The current program for Sage super- 
combat centers, which has been reduced in overall scope and has 
required reprograming of previously granted Sage construction au- 
thorizations, consists of a total of seven centers to be constructed in 
a hardened configuration and employing the transistor computers. 

An additional $38 million in the air defense area provides facili- 
ties for improved aircraft control and warning operations. These 
projects are primarily in the North American network, and consist 
of facilities to house and provide additional electric power for im- 
proved radars and to establish more gap filler stations. 

The balance of the program for air defense provides operational 
facilities for Century-series fighter interceptor aircraft and other 
essential support facilities at Air Defense Command bases. 

The committee will recall that $10 million was authorized last year 
to initiate the construction of a hardened combat operations center 
in the Colorado Springs area for the NORAD command. During 
the committee hearings on that authorization, the Air Force stated 
that an additional increment would be included in this, the fiseal year 
1961, authorization request. Since the authorization bill before the 
committee today does not include additional approval for any con- 
struction for the NORAD headquarters, I think it is appropriate to 
advise the committee of the current status of the project. 

Under the authorization granted last year, the Air Force acquired 
the real estate and constructed an access road to the site. Prior to 
the start of excavation, however, it was determined that additional 
review was needed to identify the specific capabilities and types of 
equipments to perform the various NORAD command control func- 
tions and provide the required data display. Since the type of equip- 
ment to be installed was the controlling factor of size of excavation 
and configuration of the internal structure, it was necessary to sus- 
pend construction activities until the results of the studies were com- 
pleted. These studies now have been substantially concluded and 
excavation design and followon actions again are progressing. 

As a result of this unforeseen delay in the schedule, the balance of 
the authorization and funds granted last. year are suflicient to proceed 
with the planned work on an orderly schedule through fiscal year 1961, 
by which time additional construction authority needed could be pro- 
vided under fiscal year 1962 legislation. 


TACTICAL FORCES 


This program continues improvement of our capability to meet any 
situation short of general war. Our worldwide tactical air combat 
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units are versatile and effective “small war” forces. The air refueling 
capability which they now possess, and their capability to deliver 
either nuclear or conventional weapons, have greatly increased the 
scope of their operations. These tactical forces, in conjunction with 
the other services and the forces of our allies, contain substantial 
strengths to deter or successfully counter limited aggression. This 
strength will be further enhanced by the facilities included in this 
bill which provide direct support for the operations of the tactical 
bomber, fighter, airlift, and reconnaissance units. For this purpose, 
we are requesting authorization this year totaling approximately $7 
million in addition to the tactical missile projects which I discussed 
earlier. 

MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT 


Our total airlift capability is an extremely important factor in this 
country’s ability to meet small war—as well as general war—contin- 
gencies. This total capability involves several resources. First, of 
course, there is the Military Air Transport Service. This is a joint Air 
Force-Navy organization which possesses large cargo and troop car- 
rier aircraft and constitutes the backbone of our strategic airlift capa- 
bility. The other sources which contribute large measure to this 
capability include the medium troop carrier and assault-type aircraft 
assigned to the Tactical Air Command and our overseas tactical air 
forces ; the Civil Reserve Air Fleet—a force of civil aircraft designated 
for use by the military services in the event of emergency—and, 
finally, contract services provided by civil airlines for the peacetime 
movement of military personnel tu small cargo items. 

Approximately $7 million in the bill is devoted to facilities for the 
Military Air Transport Service, which, together with funds included 
in other portions of the Air Force budget for modernization of the 
ae fleet, will further increase the ready availability of this vital 

orce. 


RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FACILITIES 


The sum of $27 million is requested in the program for facilities in 
support of Air Force programs of research, development, test, and 
evaluation. This amount provides for new and expanded R. & D. pro- 
grams, such as those related to large thrust rocket engine performance 
under high altitude conditions; reduction of electromagnetic inter- 
ference; high altitude nuclear phenomena; and missile test activities. 


OTHER FACILITIES 


The balance of the authorization request related to specific com- 
mands and bases totals $94 million and provides additional facilities 
to support other important Air Force activities including AMC depot 
operations, training activities, oversea theater forces, and classified 
programs in oversea locations. 


UNFORESEEN CONSTRUCTION REQUIREMENTS 


Authorization in the amount of $17.5 million, without identity to 
specific location or item, is requested under section 303 of the bill 
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This authorization is necessary to permit the Air Force to proceed 
with essential, but unforeseen, construction requirements which should 
not be delayed until the next normal authorization cycle. The au- 
thority for such construction is limited to those requirements which 
arise as a result of specific conditions and, to the extent not used by 
September 30, 1961, will automatically ex ire. In the present atmos- 
phere of rapid change and technical advances, the availability of 
such contingency authority is an effective means by which we can 
take prompt advantage of new developments to improve our military 
capability. 
BASE IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 


As I have attempted to portray in my summaries of this authoriza- 
tion request, the Air Force has devoted the major portion of its fiscal 
year 1961 construction program to facilities required for new weapon 
systems and specialized operational types of facilities directly related 
to improved yarns 

As a result, the construction program we are presenting today con- 
tains only limited amounts for the improvement or replacement of 
existing substandard facilities or the provision of additional facilities 
for increased morale and improved living standards for our airmen 
and their families. We have made significant progress along the lines 
in recent years; however, much remains to be accomplished to fully 
attain appropriate and practical standards. While greater amounts 
for this purpose each year are desirable, we recognize that an improve- 
ment program of such magnitude must be executed on a phased basis 
over a period of years. 


PERSONNEL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 


Personnel and medical facilities requested in the bill amount to ap- 
proximately $57 million. Included are $10 million for hospitals and 
medical facilities ; $16 million for troop housing and dining facilities; 
$17 million for family housing and dependent schools in oversea areas ; 
and $14 million for religious, recreational, and other community 
facilities. 

FAMILY HOUSING 


The family housing portion of our authorization request is the 
smallest since the inception of the Capehart-Rains and surplus com- 
modity Sewn Sauron programs. Current statistics show a re- 
maining gross housing requirement for officer and senior airmen of 
118,000 units worldwide. Against this requirement we are requesting 
authorization for 1,645 units of housing for 6 bases in the United 
States to be constructed under title VIII of the National Housing Act, 
and 688 units of housing at 4 oversea locations. 

Although Public Law 86-149 authorized the Air Force to construct 
a total of 12,050 Capehart-Rains housing units, only 7,750 units have 
been allocated to the Air Force under the overall 20,000-unit ceiling 
contained in the legislation. 

In a period of rapid changes in base utilization and fluctuation in 
numbers of personnel assigned, it is clearly good business management 
to avoid the possibility of overbuilding by postponing further housing 
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development until the long-term need for additional homes is clearly 
sRperent. 

_The surplus commodity program has been of great assistance in pro- 
viding housing overseas, totaling approximately 9,000 units in 12 
countries. The family housing in certain oversea areas, for which 
authorization is requested in this bill, will be accomplished with for- 
eign currencies generated by sales of surplus commodities. Beginning 
this year, however, direct appropriations will be utilized to reimburse 
the Commodity Credit Corporation for these foreign currencies at 
the time they are used, rather than providing reimbursement with 
quarters allowances withheld from occupants of the housing, as has 
been the practice to date. For that reason, authorization for appro- 
priations for those oversea family housing projects is requested in 
the bill in the same manner as for other appropriated fund projects. 


CONCLUSION 


Mr. Chairman, this concludes my presentation and summary of 
the Air Force fiscal year 1961 military construction authorization 
request. 

In closing, I would like to state that we have carefully examined 
the program to insure that the projects requested represent an austere, 
yet positive progression toward achievement of our principal goals, 
I shall be happy to answer any questions or furnish any additional 
information the committee may desire. ; 

The Cuarrman,. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Now, General Curtin, you have any statement ? 

Mr. Kitpay. Could I develop one point before we leave the Sec- 
retary’s statement ? 

(The chairman aside. ) 

Mr. Kirpay. I wanted to cover one thing that I think is worthwhile. 

On the surplus commodity program you mentioned the appropria- 
tion, but that is an appropriation to pay the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration. So it is just a transfer of funds and not an expenditure, is 
that correct ? 

Secretary Suarp. That is correct. 

Mr. Kiripay. Now, of course, this has been one of your great stum- 
bling blocks, has it not? Commodity Credit wants its money so it 
can continue in business with its revolving fund. So when they had 
to wait over a period of years to collect out-of-quarters allowance, it 
actually resulted in the refusal of Commodity Credit to participate, 
isn’t that correct ? 

Secretary Suarp. I understand that is the case, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. So this should loosen that up ? 

Secretary Sarr. It should. 

The CHatrman. Now, members of the committee, I thought we 
would conduct this portion of the bill in this way: 

This bill involves—this portion of the bill involves $738,133,000. T 
thought after the Secretary had made his public statement and what- 
ever statement General Curtin has to make, then we will go in execu- 
tive session and consider this bill in executive session, because I know 
there are a great many questions that various members want to ask 
the Secretary relating to various phases of the responsibility that falls 
within his Department, and the best way for the committee to obtain 
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information that anyone may desire is to do it in executive session. 
And I think we can all then be satisfied that we have been acquainted 
with every phase of the Air Force possible to obtain the information 
at this time. 

Now, General Curtin, have you a statement to make ? 

General Currin. I have, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now, you make your public statement. 

General Currin. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, as 
has been pointed out by the Secretary of the Air Force, the base struc- 
ture is most significant in our ability to attain program objectives. 
It is these operational programs which generate our requirements for 
additional facilities as well as our need to modify and adapt existing 
facilities to insure the fullest utilization of our available physical 
plant assets. 

The purpose of this statement is to provide further information 
which we trust will be helpful in your consideration of the proposed 
fiscal year 1961 Air Force military construction authorization now 
before you. To do this it will be necessary to relate the proposed 
projects. . 
BASE DEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENTS 


You are aware that for several years the Air Force was faced with 
the task of rapidly expanding its base structure. Our operational 
force peaked at about the end of fiscal year 1957. Our prior construc- 
tion programs were then primarily aimed at the basic operational needs 
of the expanding force. Over the last few years our major aim has 
been to provide facilities needed to support— 

(1) the more recent operational concepts, such as dispersal of the 
heavy SAC bomber fleet ; 

(2) the newer aircraft and armament coming into the inventory; 

(3) theessential improvement and expansion of warning, command, 
and control systems, and finally; 

(4) the introduction of missiles into the force. 

As a consequence of these priority demands it has been necessary 
from year to year for the Air Force to defer many facilities needed 
for important support functions as well as for the needs of our per- 
sonnel. In the program before you it has not been possible to change 
this general pattern a great deal. The dynamic progress and changing 
character of our forces and the related weapons systems continues to 
generate major and priority needs. We must and propose to continue 
to meet the more pressing deficiencies in support and personnel 
facilities. 

Another highly significant factor which influences the nature of the 
Air Force construction program is the vital need for a maximum 
overall operational readiness posture. An adequate and continuous 
deterrence capability has placed a much keener value on time. For 
a number of years to come our readiness posture will be heavily de- 
pendent upon the capabilities of manned weapon systems. It. is 
essential, therefore, that we continue to provide those additional facili- 
ties which directly and significantly contribute to the capability of 
these forces. These facilities provide a greater degree of effectiveness 
to our manned aircraft units and to the personnel who man and sup- 
port them. 
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We are continuing our policy of adapting existing base facilities, 
wherever possible, to the requirements of the new weapon systems and 
operational concepts. Although portions of a number of additional 
missile squadrons and other new systems will be located at detached 
operational sites, no new bases are included in this program. All new 
operational activities will be supported by existing military installa- 
tions. 

PROGRAM SUMMARY 


Separate hearings have been held on the proposed construction 
programs for the Reserve Forces which are contained in title VI of 
the bill. I will discuss then only the authorization request for the 
active Air Forces as listed in title III of H.R. 10220. 

This request for new authorization provides for construction at 
109 of our major installations worldwide. Of these, 77 are in the 
United States and 32 are outside. In addition, the program provides 
facilities at a number of other minor sites and locations, including 
those of the A.C. & W. networks, communications sites, missile test 
stations, and sites of classified activities. 

The Air Force fiscal year 1961 military construction authorization 
request is summarized, in dollar amounts, in the following table. 

The Cuarrman. Put the table in the record. 

General Curtin. Insert it in the record, sir. 


(The table follows :) 


Summary of Air Force fiscal year 1961 military construction authorization 


Inside the United States (sec. 301) -...._--..---_----___---- $229, 541, 000 
Outside the United States (sec. 301)_-.._._-___-_-_____-____ 105, 155, 000 
Me PORE, PI nn ee Le 323, 600, 000 
Unforeseen construction (see, 308) .-..-....-..._--__-_.----_--- 17, 500, 000 
Lge Ahem Seite talteit S MORAINES lenebtetties Shenley Fe 675, 796, 000 
Public Law 85-685 authorization increase (sec. 305).......____- 61, 000 
Public Law 86-149 authorization increase (sec. 306) _.-...-----~- 50, 460, 000 
Total prior authorization increase__.......__..____________- 50, 521, 000 
Total increase in Air Force authorization.____.___._..______ 726, 317, 000 


As the table shows, the total proposed increase in Air Force author- 
ization for fiscal year 1961 is $726,317,000. 

Of the $675.8 million of new projects provided by the bill, 
$229,541,000 represents projects at bases inside the United States 
and $105,155,000 is for projects outside. Except for relatively minor 
work in support of the satellite programs, all of the missile author- 
ization of $323.6 million will be utilized inside the United States. 

Of the $105 million shown for outside the United States, about $1 
million is in U.S. territories and possessions, and approximately $30 
million is in projects in Canada which directly contribute to joint 
continental defense. The remaining $74 million is for projects in 
foreign countries outside North America. 

Sections 305 and 306 of the bill amend two prior years’ author- 
ization acts to increase authorizations granted therein for certain 
projects by a total of $50,521,000. Of this amount, the $521,000 is to 
cover authorization deficiencies resulting from increased costs and 
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-low initial estimates associated with only three projects in prior 


years’ programs. The $50 million inerease requested provides ad- 
ditional authorization for ballistic missile construction related to the 
recent increase in the Atlas force, from 9 to 13 squadrons. 

Most Air Force bases now are occupied by more than one major 
command and support various types of weapon systems. To reflect 
the program distribution in terms of the major commands to which 
the bases concerned are assigned, table I is attached. This table sum- 
marizes the new projects by command as they are listed in the bill. 

I will insert that in the record if it is agreeable to the chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Put it in the record. 

(The table follows :) 


TABLE I.—Department of the Air Force military construction authorization 
program, fiscal year 1961—Summary by command 








SEC. 301 
Inside the United States: 
BP TO COI io ok cist nncdckeccdtincatbdnctidieninehimnion $24, 352, 000 
BAP TEATCISl COMMA acc inicm ann smannammumuaemaniananlids 16, 899, 000 
Air Research and Development Command____-_--__-_________ 24, 586, 000 
Re - PaNII srnccac cecesnawccrcrin cs cnscbac ono bacncag em oid carine-ecataaes 22, 114, 000 
Air UVM «<n ititcmsieewascese saudi nteseccsaicaicensZ 5, 736, 000 
RSE Bar COCR Se nos a a Ka ee 14, 500, 000 
Continental Air Command___-----------_-- 1, 326, 000 
TgnGneireers COnmmOG .. aieinsn case esct ee sene nena 3, 789, 000 
Military Air Transport Service_____-___------__--_-_-____-.. 6, 213, 000 
bg GR ge | a he ne 703, 000 
Siretasse > Air: Commeee. soso es on cs ewecnw asc 62, 077, 000 
ES ee ee ee en 7, 772, 000 
Aircraft control and warning system__..._.._________-_______ 38, 790, 000 
ICE a tb pment cae pn 2 tae 2 684, 000 
Total inside the United States_................-.___-____- 229, 541, 000 
Outside the United States: 
Military Air Transport Service___....-.---.---------------- 140, 000 
EA GRE Ca a a Ra oe SS Ee ey PRE 31, 401, 000 
Soreveric Air Oommen on cee et nesewneune-kiewreneanon 4, 782, 000 
yey ee OR OOS 1 MNOS nce remenacencwswewswennacssmmnn 30, 880, 000 
U.S. Air Force Security Service_._...-......-----_----------- 8, 007, 000 
I UN iia cies cintocrnengetesias ercinsbimcererenisiemenes -_ 4,308, 000 
Aircraft control and warning system.__-...------..--------- 25, 637, 000 
Total outside the United States_.........--.------------.- 105, 155, 000 
—SSSSS===_—_— 
SEC. 802 
DR CG its tn cnactcmacneeqghandpindavatehbadina meas 297, 600, 000 
Fn So Ah ie ths tele citiscntbi mir edsibihnnoasteced 26, 000, 000 
EE CR i csc n dendrite seranntiebnmmnanews 323, 600, 000 
SEC. 303 
Untoregeen construction... 5p ee nn woe ew tone 17, 500, 000 
Total sec. 908... .22.24.- 6-55 5 2-5 - 17, 500, 000 
Total new authorization._....------.---~~----------.---- 675, 796, 000 


It will be more meaningful perhaps to analyze and consider the 
content of the program as it relates to the weapon systems or program 
objectives which the requested facilities support. 
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The following table summarizes the program in this manner. 
The Cuatrman. Put it in the record. 
(The table follows :) 


Department of the Air Force fiscal year 1961 military construction authorization— 
Summary by program objective 


























Amount Percent of 
(millions) total 
Btrahegee Perea tA es th Se Ae TE ee 8 8 ($378. 8) (56. 0) 
i na cee gh cease eta ote uemuideadetrabenecernr eras 281. 2 41.6 
Satellite programs. ....-..-..---- pine bwthewnsGamgeccdagecusses awdeshpes 17.1 2.5 
an hn said ut cad atehignawiunsGabcnnancaanieomeane 7.3 7.0 
I 5 oh ac eeietmiiddl wademeabaciuisomapuce acupedduns es 2.5 .4 
ION G5 5 on os. ih SSS ane 5s needed ‘a 30.7 4.5 
Air defense _---.-- re he SAL ET oF NEE REC en ana ma (127. 8) oy ~~ (18.9) 
I INI thls diane a tinintem cectnnalak’e tier Ginko cappeaune st bane 26.0 3.8 
ES SEES a ee ene i = 15.2 2.3 
i Sn es cis och bieaassaddd icsuacciinanantasseed 37.7 5.6 
J ee eee eee eee SG sue ewes ce pemmoussweustedct 35.1 §.2 
EE EIT EES Reape, SS ee 13.8 | 2.0 
ce aaeaieabedhdataeahons teugaagee= (24 4) ide” fF 
ee Fe Se ee ee a a 17.9 2.6 
iil aa as Ni SIRES Ee Ee IR ke EE Sa SE 3.2 .5 
a Ay ge oye pee pee er eee a - oe 3.3 5 
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STRATEGIC FORCES 


General Curtin. Some $378 million, or 56 percent of the total pro- 
gram, provides facilities in direct support of the forces of the Strategic 
Air Command. This amount consists of facilities for ballistic missiles 
and satellite programs and for manned bombers and their supporting 
tanker aircraft. 

BALLISTIC MISSILES 


As a major element in the strengthening of the national deterrent 
power and under the highest priority, the Air Force is currently re- 
sponsible for the research, development, and operation of three ICBM 
weapon systems. These systems are Atlas, Titan, and Minuteman. 
The payload for all of these missiles is a nuclear warhead. 

Three-fourths of the amount in this bill for the strategic forces, or 
$281 million, provides authorization for construction of facilities for 
these three ICBM’s. 

A basic philosophy has been to disperse the ICBM missile sites and 
to harden the construction. Yudividual launchers are therefore sep- 
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arated by several miles. In the case of the Atlas, as the first ICBM, 
it has been necessary to phase in the hardened construction aspect. 
Therefore, some of the earlier units are above ground while later units 
have been afforded increased protection from possible nuclear blast. 
The last six squadrons of Atlas and all Titan and Minuteman squad- 
rons will be protected by hardened construction—underground silos. 

A second basic philosophy has been to locate ICBM missile sites in 
the vicinity of existing major military installations. By so doing, 
maximum use can be made of existing facilities and support 
capabilities. 

Atlas. The presently approved plan for the Atlas involves 13 opera- 
tional squadrons. Of the first nine of these squadrons construction is 
completed or underway on seven squadrons and construction of the 
other two squadrons has been advertised for bids. The 4 remaining 
squadrons, making the total of 13, are currently under design and 
scheduled for contract this summer. Construction of these last four 
Atlas squadrons will be accomplished primarily under available prior 
years’ ballistic missile authorizations as recently approved by the 
Armed Services Committees of the House and the Senate. 

This authorization provides minor additional facilities for Atlas. 
These facilities coupled with the prior year’s authorization as aug- 
mented will substantially complete the construction for Atlas under 
present. objectives. This work consists of additional projects for test 
and training plus short leadtime technical support items for the last 
3 of the 13 squadrons. 

Titan. The Titan, the two-stage liquid propellent missile, is the 
second ICBM. The approved Titan program includes 14 squadrons. 
Previous programs have provided construction authorization for the 
first. six squadrons and sites for these squadrons have been selected. 

These first six Titan squadrons employ a powerful elevator in each 
of the 155-foot-deep underground silos to lift the missile to an above- 
ground firing position. The seventh and subsequent squadrons will 
be capable of firing directly from the silo. Sites for the remaining 
squadrons are under investigation. This involves detailed study 
and exhaustive analysis. 

Construction has started on three of the first six squadrons. Two 
additional squadrons are under contract and work is getting underway. 
The sixth squadron has just been placed under contract within the 
last. few days. 

This fiscal year 1961 military construction authorization program 
will provide facilities for four additional Titan squadrons (the 7th 
through the 10th), and for test and technical support as well as train- 
ing facilities for Atlas/Titan. It also will provide advance site prepa- 
ration for the follow-on Titan squadrons, 11 through 14. Under 
current schedules, construction authorization for these latter squad- 
rons will be requested next year. 

Minuteman. The latest ICBM is the solid propellant Minuteman. 
Much like the Titans, the Minuteman also will be dispersed in under- 
ground silos and will be capable of launching from the silos. The 
Minuteman force will consist of missiles deployed in relatively large 
numbers; strategically located in many areas. 

Only limited research and test facility construction for the Minute- 
man has been undertaken to date. The fiscal year 1961 military 
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construction program includes authorization for construction for the 
first two operational squadrons plus additional silos for test and 
training, and advance site preparation for squadrons which it is an- 
ticipated will be constructed under next year’s program. 


SATELLITES 


A total of $17.1 million is included in the program for the Samos 
and Midas satellite programs. These programs represent selected 
military application of space. With the Samos reconnaissance satel- 
lite we will obtain valuable strategic information as to the actions 
of potential enemies. The Midas, which is an early warning satellite 
containing infrared detection devices, will sense ballistic missiles just 
after launch—while in the boost phase—and will generate an instan- 
taneous alarm. This system will effectively complement the ballastic 
missile early warning system (BMEWS), which uses powerful ground 
radars, and will give us a longer warning time in which to react. An 
initial increment of construction for Samos and Midas was authorized 
last year. The facilities requested in this bill will provide additional 
capabilities. 

STRATEGIC BOMBER AND TANKER FACILITIES 


Included in the program is $49.8 million to provide increased readi- 
ness and reaction capability to the strategic bers and their sup- 
porting tanker aircraft. Of this total, $45.3 million is for additional 
facilities for the B-52 heavy bomb units. This includes the conver- 
sion of an existing B-47 base (March AFB, Calif.) to provide an 
additional B-52 squadron dispersal location. It also provides for 
additions to existing aircraft maintenance docks and armament and 
electronics shops which are needed to increase the quality and level 
of maintenance. A major project is also included for runway and 
taxiway replacement at one base (Fairchild AFB, Wash.) where the 
existing pavements are failing under sustained B-52 operations. In 
addition, the program provides mission training facilities and a num- 
ber of smaller operational and support projects at various bases. 


STRATEGIC SUPPORT 


Other projects in the program which directly relate to strategic 
operations total $30.7 million. These projects are distributed 
throughout the bases of the Strategic Air Command and consist of 
various types of operational and support facilities which are not 
associated solely with a single weapon system or objective. One of 
the major items in this category is additional hardened facilities 
(combat operations centers) to provide significantly increased capa- 
bility for the planning, direction, and controlling of the SAC global 
operations. 


AIR DEFENSE 


Approximately 19 percent of the total authorization request, or $128 
million, is allocated to air defense. This includes facilities support- 
ing both warning and control as well as missile and fighter inter- 
ceptor functions. 
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DEFENSE MISSILES 


Under current program objectives, the Bomare surface-to-air 
defense missile will be employed at 16 locations along the northern 
and coastal borders of the United States. Previous years’ construc- 
tion authorizations have provided 15 sites, which will be equipped 
predominantly with the Bomarce B missile. Of these 15 sites only 5 
were provided the planned augmentation of additional launchers. 
This fiscal year 1961 construction authorization request of $26 million 
would provide the complete 16th site and additional Bomare B 
launchers at ten of the previously programed sites. 


FIGHTER INTERCEPTOR FACILITIES 


Fighter interceptor facilities requested in the program total $15.2 
million. This construction involves operational and maintenance 
facilities for all-weather supersonic F-101’s, F-102’s and F-106’s. 
Approximately $8 million of these facilities is proposed to be con- 
structed at Alaskan bases to provide increased interceptor capability 
in that area and improved forward intercept capability for mainland 
defense. 


AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING 


A total of $37.7 million is requested to provide expansion and 
improvements in the radar warning systems. Half of this amount 
is for the erection of towers and supporting structures at primary 
radar sites to house new types of more powerful and longer range 
radars, and for the provision of additional electric power required to 
operate the new equipment. An additional $8 million will be utilized 
for the construction of gap-filler sites which will improve soma by 
the present North American warning system. The balance of the 
warning system facilities consist of support and personnel facilities 
at a number of existing radar sites. 

SAGE: The Semiautomatic Ground Environment (SAGE) system 
is being integrated into the overall defense network. Thus far, 13 
SAGE sites—2 control centers and 11 SAGE direction centers—are in 
operation. These sites improve our current ability to meet the air- 
craft and air-breathing missile threat. The completion of the SAGE 
system will permit us to achieve even better correlation and identifica- 
tion of aircraft and air-breathing missiles—both our own and the 
enemy’s—thereby reducing confusion, affording better protection to 
on own forces and assuring maximum destruction of attacking 
ores. 

A significant improvement of the SAGE system capabilities will 
acerue as a result of the transistorized computers and the seven hard- 
ened SAGE super combat centers which are to be provided under the 
revised defense plan of last year. Prior years’ SAGE authorizations 
will provide the full construction requirements for three of these 
super combat centers and the excavation work necessary on the other 
four centers. 

Of the total amount of $35.1 million requested for SAGE facilities 
in this year’s authorization request, $29.7 million will be applied to 
completing the construction of the last four centers. The balance 
of the amount for SAGE consists of ground-to-air transmitters and 
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receivers and operations building additions at radar sites to provide 
for automatic processing and transmission of data from the sites to 
the SAGE system. 

AIR DEFENSE SUPPORT 


The $13.8 million for air defense support is distributed at various 
Air Defense Command bases and, as in the case of strategic support 
discussed earlier, includes a number of operational and support facili- 
ties related to more than one defense weapon system. 


TACTICAL FORCES 


The program directly supporting the tactical forces amounts to 
$24.4 million, or 3.6 percent of the total authorization request. $17.9 
million is devoted to facilities for tactical missiles. A major portion 
of this will provide hardened facilities for MACE missile units at 
oversea locations. Other projects for the tactical forces include $3.2 
million for operational and aircraft maintenance facilities in support 
of tactical fighter, tanker, and transport aircraft, and $3.3 million 
for various support facilities at Tactical Air Command bases. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT 


Projects for military air transport activities total $6.6 million and 
consist of operational and support facilities related to MATS trans- 
port siveraft operations and the photo mapping and charting activity 
which is a responsibility of the Military Air Transport Service. The 
major project in the MATS program relates to the latter activity at 
the St. Louis, Mo., Aeronautical Chart and Information Center. 
This project, costing $3.2 million, will provide urgently needed work- 
ing and equipment space required to accomplish new aerospace intel- 
ligence functions. 


RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT AND TEST 


A total of $26.9 million is requested for facilities to support Air 
Force R. & D. programs. The principal projects include $10.5 mil- 
lion at Arnold Engineering Development Center, Tennessee, to pro- 
vide a propulsion engine test cell in which large thrust rocket engines 
can be tested under high altitude conditions; $2.7 million for. an 
electronics interference reduction laboratory at the Stockbridge Test 
Annex, New York; $1.6 million for a laboratory at Kirtland Air 
Force Base, N. Mex., to perform research in high altitude nuclear 
phenomena; and $2.3 million for additional facilities supporting mis- 
sile test activities on the Atlantic Missile Range. Additional 
amounts provide technical and support facilities for the various 
R. & D. activities at the bases of the Air Research and Development 
Command. 


TRAINING AND EDUCATION 


Authorization of $22.7 million is requested for facilities to support 
the training activities of the Air Training Command and the special- 
ized education programs of the Air University. The principal proj- 
ects consist of. additional technical training facilities required to 


provide training in new skills needed for operation and maintenance 
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of modern aerospace systems, and airfield pavements and aircraft 
maintenance facilities at Perrin Air Force Base, Tex., to provide 
additional capability for advanced interceptor pilot training in F—102 
aircraft. 

DEPOT OPERATIONS 


For various facilities at Air Materiel Command depots inside the 
United States the program includes $10.7 million. Among the major 
items are modifications of existing industrial type structures at Heath 
Maintenance Annex, Ohio, for maintenance of the inertial guidance 
systems for various missiles and for performance of extremely pre- 
cise standards calibration, inspection and test of precision measure- 
ment equipment. 

OVERSEA THEATER FORCES 


Authorizations requested for forces stationed in oversea threaters 
total $51.6 million and include facilities for Pacific, European, and 
Middle East bases, and classified activities of the U.S. Air Force 
Security Service. Some $13.4 million of this total provides essential 
strategic communications links in the North Atlantic and Middle 
East areas. Other major projects include $11.9 million for 688 units 
of family housing at four bases, and $5 million for additional facil- 
ities at a Middle East NATO base to permit USAF tactical aircraft 
operations on a rotational basis. 


HQ USAF SUPPORT 


A total of $3.8 million of construction authorization is requested 
for Andrews Air Force Base. This program primarily relates to 
the move of Air Force flying activities from Bolling Air Force Base 
and Washington National Airport and provides relatively smaller, 
butessential, additional facilities to complement the larger incre- 
ments of construction authorization of fiscal year 1959-60 which totals 
nearly $40 million. Construction is well along and planned USAF 
moves of fixed wing flying to Andrews AFB can be made as Sched- 
uled. 

SPECIAL FACILITIES 


The special facilities program of $5 million will construct special- 
ized technical facilities, principally in oversea areas, for a highly 
important classified mission. Full details of this program and the 
requirements for the specific projects have been furnished to the 
committee in the classified justification book. 


UNFORESEEN CONSTRUCTION 


The balance of the Air Force military construction authorization 
seule for fiscal year 1961 consists of $17.5 million to provide un- 
oreseen construction requirements. 


CONSTRUCTION CATEGORIES 


In the preceding summary of the program, each of the weapon 
systems and program objectives discussed included facilities of vari- 
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ous categories. The following table is, therefore, provided to supply 
parallel data on the total program by major construction category. 
I will insert that in the record, if you wish, Mr. Chairman. 
The Cuarrman. Put it in the record. 
(The table follows :) 


Department of the Air Force fiscal year 1961 military construction authorization— 
program by construction categories 














Category Amount Percent 
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General Curtin. Over two-thirds of the operational and training 
category, which represents almost 75 percent of the total program, 
consists of the missile and satellite facilities. This is almost exactly 
the same picture as presented in our authorization request of last-year. 
This category of facilities continues to demand by far the major por- 
tion of our program. 


STATUS OF AUTHORIZATIONS 


A matter of concern to both the committee and the Air Force has 
been large annual balances of unfirianced authorizations. Significant 
progress, however, has been made in the Air Force during recent years 
in reducing these authorization balances. These reductions have re- 
sulted from the effective system established for automatic rescission 
of unused authorizations, and from actions in recent years to limit 
each annual new authorization request to a total amount reasonably 
consistent with the anticipated annual construction appropriation. 

At the end of fiscal year 1957 the residual-Air Force.authorizatiens 
totaled approximately $1.5 billion. The annual balance has been 
pro ively reduced, and will be down to approximately $523 million 
at the end of this fiscal year and to about $312 million by the end of 
fiscal year 1961. 


CONCLUSION 


We have attempted to provide general information of interest to 
the committee on the contents of the Air Force construction authori- 
zation request in the bill being considered today. We hope the data 
will be helpful in your review of the program. This concludes my 
statement, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, this bill, as I said, 
is the larger portion of the public works bill—$738 million. 

There are many, many important matters to discuss in Secretary 
Sharp’s statement and in General Curtin’s statement. 
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I think we would all profit if- we took these statements back to our 
office and read them and studied them, and then come back here to- 
morrow morning and ask any questions that any member of the com- 
mittee thinks he desires to obtain information about. 

We must be very thoroughly posted and fully acquainted with 
every phase of the Department of Air’s program, and particularly 
in view of the conversion that is taking place and the new weapons 
systems, because we have fixed responsibility by statute on us, that 
we must discharge later on, and we must make a thorough record of 
this phase of the bill. 

So I am going to ask the committee to please study these two 
statements and get back here in the morning at 10 o’clock, and we 
will go into executive session. 

Now, there are many things I want—— 

(Mr. Kelleher aside. ) 

The CuHatrman. Somebody is here from Michigan on this? 

Mr. Keiiener. There will be tomorrow morning. 

The Cuamman. Tomorrow morning. All right. What Congress- 
man wants to be heard ? 

Mr. Keiirner. Mr. Flynn, Mr. Reuss, Senator Proxmire, and rep- 
resentatives of the Governor. 

The Cuarrman. We will hear those people tomorrow. 

It may be we will get to the Air Force later on, and we will hear 
them in public session. 

Mr. Ketirener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think we will all profit if we will just be a little 
calm and read these statements and study them out. There are many 
questions that all of us want to ask about the missiles and all these 
things. And we can’t do it in open session. We will have to go into 
executive session, Mr. Secretary, and just lay the cards on the table 
and talk. That is the way I think this hearing should be run. 

(Secretary Sharp nods.) 

The CuatmrMan. So we will take a rescess until tomorrow morning 
at 10 o’eclock. And we will go into executive session after these wit- 
nesses have been heard. 

Thank you, gentlemen. 

(Whereupon, at 11:40 a.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
at 10a.m., Friday, February 19, 1960.) 


Hovset or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Friday, February 19, 1960. 

The committee met at 10 a.m., Hon. Carl Vinson ( chairman) 
presiding. 

The CHarrMan. Now let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, we have a request by our distinguished 
colleague from Wisconsin, Mr. Flynn, who desires to make some state- 
ment with reference to the closing up of the Bong Air Force Base in 
Kansasville, Wis. 

Now, is the Congressman here? 

Mr. Keiuener. Yes, sir, he is. 
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The Cuarman. Come right around. 

Now, Mr. Congressman, the committee will be delighted to have the 
privilege of you making any statement you desire to do so with refer- 
ence to the Bong Air Force Base. 

I might state to the committee, before he starts, to give you a little 
background : Bong Air Force Base covers 5,400 acres. That is 9 square 
miles. It was authorized in July 1955. 

Each military construction law since that time has contained addi- 
tional authorization for the base. 

The total authorization granted to date by the committee is $7,551,- 
529. The total amount appropriated granted to date is $62,462,979. 

The Air Force studied some 40 sites prior to the selection of this base. 

Now there has been actually spent $28,300,000. 

Now we will be glad to hear you, sir. Wait 1 minute. 

So the committee can understand, first it was to be a fighter inter- 
ceptor base. Then it was to be a fighter interceptor base along with 
the B-47 bombers. Then it was to be a B-58 bomber base. 

And now it has no military function at all. 

Now you may proceed. 

Mr. Fiynn. Mr. Chairman, Representative O’Konski, from Wiscon- 
sin, I believe would like to say a few words first, if he may. 

The CHatrMan. He is on the committee. We can hear him any 
time. 

Mr. Frynn. All right, fine. 

Mr. O’Konsxkt. Mr. Chairman, I already said my piece a couple 
of days ago. I just want to refer to it as a matter of record again. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Go right ahead, Mr. Flynn. 

Mr. Fiynn. First of all I want very deeply to thank the honorable 
chairman of this committee and each individual member for the priv- 

ilege you have accorded me in appearing here this morning. I appre- 
ciate it very, very deeply. 

This problem is one of very deep concern to me and to the district 
that I represent, being the First District of Wisconsin. 

I feel in appearing here this morning that I am appearing as much 
on behalf of my late predecessor, the Honorable Lawrence Smith, who 
preceded me and who died in the service of his district about 2 years 
ago, as I appear for myself. 

I say this for the reason that it was he rather than I who bore the 
brunt of most of what has happened in this district in reference to 
this base. For the reason that-when the Air Force came in, the entire 
area was in opposition to the construction of a base in this particular 
location. And it was he who went to the newspapers and to the farm- 
ers that were to be dispossessed and made easy the path of the Air 
Force to construct this base. 

I know that he personally realized the great hardship that was 
being caused to the many farmers who had owned these farms for 
over 100 years, fine dairy farms, some of the finest land that we have 
in the State of Wisconsin, and who were being dispossessed. I know 
he realized the great hardship to them and the strong opposition they 
had. But nevertheless with the feeling that the construction of this 
base was an essential military objective, that it was vital, he felt that 
the interest of his district was less of the interest than the country as 
a whole, and he recommended that the construction of the base go 
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through and that the local people, including the newspapers, not 
oppose the same. 

know if he were living today, he would feel very bad to see the 
farmers moved off this large 9-mile-square area, all of the buildings, 
the houses, the barns, the silos, et cetera, completely removed there- 
from, and the land despoiled and then the project stop. 

I might say this area lies between the cities of Chicago and Milwau- 
kee. It is located about 55 miles from the Loop in Chicago—— 

Mr. Kitpay. How many miles is that ? 

Mr. Fiynn. Around 55 miles, and about 25 miles from downtown 
Milwaukee. This area I believe is the third most rapid growing urban 
area in the country today. It is feeling the pincer of the development 
of Chicago on the south and the development of Milwaukee on the 
north, and it is caught in this fast urban growth and development. 

Bong Air Base in the middle was just one of the factors causing this 
development and one of the factors affecting the value of the pane 
that were located here. 

With the construction of the base the roads were removed, so that 
people living in the area—and it is a highly populated area—now 
must go 9 miles in each direction. To many of these people it means in 
going to and from their home in either Racine, Kenosha, Chicago or 
te ai an additional 18 miles, as they go around two sides of this 
ase, 

Work started on the base and the Air Force put in charge a very, 
very fineman. He did much tosway public opinion, and he was a very 
good public relations man. Under his leadership, feeling in the area 
rapidly diminished and they had nothing but cooperation from the 
people, once the base got underway and the lands were taken over. 

Area consists, as your chairman has said, of about 5,500 acres. Of 
this area about 3,500 acres has been despoiled. There are some 2,000 
acres with some trees on it to the one side where the topsoil has not 
been removed. But for the most part, where the grading took place— 
and I might say that this earth-moving job on this base is one of the 
largest. earth-moving jobs that has ever taken place at any time within 
the continental United States. It was a tremendous earth-moving job. 

They cut down the hills and leveled the low spots, filled in the gullies, 
did tremendous draining. They had considerable peat and they had 
to remove 30-some feet of peat in places and refill it with aggregate and 
other dirt in order to get a sound base for the runway. 

Well, as this work progressed the area as I say gave full cooperation. 

Suddenly and without warning, I believe on October 2 of this last 
year, the Air Force gave notice that they were terminating work on the 
base. It is to this phase of the operation that I direct my remarks 
this morning. 

The Air Force gave no notice either to myself or any other elected 
official, Federal official, from Wisconsin as to what they intended to do. 
Immediately upon notice that the base was to be discontinued, I came 
to Washington, visited the Corps of Engineers and the Air Force, I 
was told by the Director of the Air Force that from the time they first 
conceived the thought of canceling the base until the order was issued, 
with the approval of the Department of Defense, less than 48 hours 
had eluiptied: 
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Naturally they could not give consideration to the multitude of prob- 
lems that were going to arise and the effect it would have on the area. 
Had they consulted us and given us advance notice, I am sure that 
many of the problems that ensued could and would have been avoided. 
Now the part to which I address myself is this: They have removed 
not inches but in many places feet—10, 12 feet—of the topsoil. 
They have taken this soil and put it in the low spots. This land can 
never—and I say never—be used for farming purposes. It can never 
be re back to the same purpose that it was used before. 
pproximately 800 acres of land has been piled many feet high with 
a very wet and soggy clay and peat land. They had to have a dump- 
ing area. And this land I do not believe will ever dry. It is ques- 
tionable whether some black dirt can be put on top and whether it 
can be made to support a growth of grass, so as to give it an appear- 
ance that will be at least decent. 

Now, naturally, we were concerned in this fast-developing urban 
area this being farm land on the fringes of this developing area, and 
highly valuable farm land, as to what was going to happen to it. 

As it lays now, it can be used for nothing. It cannot be put back 
for farming. It has only some type of industrial use. 

In order to use it for an industrial purpose, we must have utilities. 

The Air Force has started and is quite well along in progress on 
most of the utilities that would be necessary for industry, if they were 
to move into the area. They have a fine heating plant, some 90 per- 
cent or so constructed, at a cost of $2 million. 

The drainage is in. The water system, and water treatment plant, 
as well as sewer and sewer treatment plant, and deep wells, and enough 
heat and water to support a city of approximately 35,000 people. That 
is available if the work is com leted. 

The work involved apparently was covered by 13 contracts, or clus- 
ters of contracts that made up 13 different contracts, 

Three of these contracts were fully completed at the time the stop 
order was given. Two of the contracts had hardly been started, and 
were for buildings, and I believe should be canceled. 

That leaves eight contracts that were in the process of construction. 
All of these contracts had to do with the building of an airfield as 
distinguished from the building of an airbase. 

And if these contracts were completed, the Government would own 
a fine airfield, the finest airfield in the world with the best and longest 
runway, capable of handling the largest military ships that any of the 
military services own. 

The runway was to be 14,000 feet. It runs approximately 3 miles 
in a diagonal position, across this base. It is filled from just a few 
feet to many feet deep—some 30 feet or more in places, with an aggre- 
gate that has been compacted every 9 inches and is a very firm base 
of spberegate running diagonally across the entire area. 

r. Kizpay. For the full 14,000 feet ? 


Mr. Fiynn. For the full 14,00 feet, yes. Most of the aggregate is 
in. I believe there was a small amount of aggregate at one end yet 
to be inserted, but the great bulk of it is in. 

Now the question, therefore, was, What should we do with this 
area? What.can be done with it? 
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We attempted to discuss this matter with the Air Force, with the 
thought in mind of being reasonable and in turn having them assume 
a reasonable approach to the problem. 

We knew that, it was going to cost the Government millions of dol- 
lars to cancel the contracts that were under construction. There had 
been, according to their statement, some $15 or $16 million spent at 
the time of cancellation. 

The question was, How much more would it cost to complete these 
eight contracts than it would be to cancel them out? 

I went to the Corps of Engineers and received the best advice that 
I could receive at that time. I went there immediately. And al- 
though of necessity their figures had to be estimates because claims 
were not as yet filed, however based on their judgment and experience 
it appeared to me that the cost of completing these contracts could 
not exceed $4 million more than the cost of canceling these contracts. 

If completed, however, we would have a military asset, a beautiful, 
fine asset, with this 14,000-foot runway, worth the $32 or $33 million 
that the Government would then have invested therein. 

This asset could be converted, if taken over by the Jocal municipalit 
or by the State, into an industrial park, and could, and I believe would, 
provide some 20,000 to 30,000 jobs for workmen through the use of 
these utilities that would be completed. It would be a boon to the 
area and of tremendous help. We would have an asset that would be 
constructive, rather than destructive. 

In the event the contracts were not completed, we truly are going, 
to use this term—and I say this with full knowledge of what I say— 
have nothing but a hole in the ground. We have an area that it pitted 
and pockmarked with holes, so much so that they have to keep it closed 
off. It is not safe even for hunters to walk in, on the area. They had 
to fill up many of these holes when they closed it last fall for fear 
that accidents might occur. 

And we have an area that is truly blighted, blighted to the extent 
that they cannot even leave the public go thereon. 

I point out that when our planes bombed Tokyo and Berlin and 
did great damage, it was American dollars that repaired these cities 
when the war was over, in order to make them again an economic unit. 

Naturally the taxpayers in my district feel that the Government 
should spend a reasonable amount to return this 9-mile area in the 
heart of a very fine community to a reasonable condition, that they 
should not move out and leave it in this deplorable shape that it is, 
and off the tax rolls. And you can imagine the impact that this has 
on the township’s tax base, particularly the school district tax base, 
the sewer district tax base, to say nothing of the State. We need to 
get this back on the tax rolls and part of an economic unit. 

So by the completion of these contracts, no damage will be caused. 
This area will develop as part of the Chicago-Milwaukee area. It will 
fit into the industrial complex and it will be a very, very great thing. 

Not completing it, we have a truly deplorable situation. 

Upon receiving this information, I sent a very, very conciliatory 
letter to the Department of the Air Force and asked them to give 
serious consideration to the completion of these contracts, and felt 
that at the cost of $4 million it should be considered because this 
money would come back several fold, and it would not be money wasted. 
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I point out that this installation was to have cost some $82 million. 
The Air Force at the time of cancellation had received approximately 
$41 million and other money was in the pipeline, much of which has 
been received and the balance will be received so that the Air Force 
will have some 62 million or thereabouts, out of which they will 
apparently spend in the neighborhood of $31 or $32 million, leaving 
them some $30 million available. 

Now, these contracts were in various stages of completion, and the 
Corps of Engineers said that any of these contracts that were 80 to 
90 percent complete could just as well be completed as canceled, for 
the reason that there would be very little money saved in canceling 
a contract that had progressed that far. 

And after waiting some time and receiving no answer to my letter, 
I made an appointment with the Air Force and talked to the then 
Under Secretary, who is now the Secretary of the Air Force, on a 
visit to Washington, and found that he was giving serious considera- 
tion to the letter that I had sent him. 

He had in the meantime received a letter from the Governor of 
our State, and the Governor, by the way, appointed what is called 
a land use committee to determine what would be the best use for the 
area. 

Their committee made certain recommendations, quite comparable 
to mine—not quite as comprehensive, but recommending that much of 
this work be completed. Taking no position, however, insofar as the 
runway itself was concerned. 

He was giving consideration to that letter. And we pointed out 
that with this runway completed, then if the land were turned over 
either to the State—and they formed a corporation so they are in 
position to take title to it—or if it was developed into its second use, 
which would be an international jet airport for the Midwest, with a 
Chicago-Milwaukee Airport Authority created similar to the Port 
Authority of New York, that it would be turned over with the 
reservation of rights so that the Air Force could use it or any other 
branch of the military in case any plane was in distress and needed 
to be brought down. 

They have no adequate facilities to do this in the Midwest. 

One plane saved would pay the $4 million that it would cost several 
times over. 

Also they would be able to use it in case of war, which of course I 
realize they would do anyway. 

It seemed that this $4 million was a reasonable cost to have this 
facility there in the Midwest usable in case of emergency or war, 
rather than on the drawing board. 

The present Secretary of the Air Force in that conference said that 
from the information he then had available, it appeared to him that 
my figures were approximately correct, but that he felt it might run 
as much as $5 million, rather than $4 million. I felt that our figures 
were quite close. And we both agreed that the figures that we had 
arrived at were outside figures, and that actually the cost would be 
substantially less than that. But neither of us wanted to use a figure 
that might turn out to be too low. 

I returned home with great hopes that something would be done 
in the way of finishing these contracts, either on the basis of the letter 
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I had submitted or on the basis that the Governor of our State had 
submitted. 

In the meantime I contacted the honorable chairman of this com- 
mittee and he sent a committee to the district, consisting of the ranking 
member, Congressman Arends, and Congressman Price. 

They unfortunately arrived on a very rainy day, when the weather 
was very bad, and with this wet clay on the base we could not drive 
in except on a small area, but we did drive around the entire cir- 
cumference, and they got a pretty fair picture of the type of con- 
struction that was going on there. 

We waited after sending this letter. I sent my letter on the 10th 
of October. The Governor sent his about 2 weeks later. We stressed 
the emergency nature, the feelings that were running high in the 
area, and the fact that cancellations were taking place, contractors 
moving out, and equipment was leaving the scene, and asked for as 
fast an answer as possible. 

It was December 10—2 months later—before I received a reply. 
I called the Air Force twice in the interim, enlisted the services of 
our Senator, Senator Proxmire, and sent a telegram in order to get 
a reply to our letter and to our proposal. 

In these subsequent two phone calls that I put in, after my personal 
interview, things seemed tobe different. 

My interview was lovely and they were considering our recommen- 
dation. But in these phone calls that were put in later, I just did 
not get any place or anything at all. 

In the meantime, and without answering our letter, the Air Force 
proceeded—they did not hold up on their operation at all—and they 
entirely changed the legal relationship of these contractors to the 
Government. 

It is my understanding that the first order, entered on October 2, 
was the stop order. However, in the interim, I have been advised, 
that they entered a cancellation order, placing the contractors in the 
legal position where they could claim settlement and would not have to 
proceed and finish their contracts. 

This of course made a considerable difference. 

It appears that from the sheet that has been filed by the Air Force 
with the committee now, that the letter that I sent was prophetic, in 
that the $4 million was an outside figure. And according to my 
estimates at the present time—and I believe that I am quite close to 
right—the contracts that were under construction at the time can be 
completed today for approximately $1,630,000 more than the cost of 
cancellation. 

To that of course we would have to add such costs as would be 
necessary because of the cancellation to implement the reconstruction, 
or the reactivation of the work. 

I base that on the figures furnished by the Air Force, making two 
adjustments in those figures. ‘ 

First, they have given an estimate for the cost of completing the 
two largest contracts held by the Groves Co. of one and a half million 
dollars for each contract. I am personally familiar with most of the 
details of those contracts. I have been over the base. I have a first- 
hand knowledge. I spent much time on it. 
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I sincerely believe that the estimates of the Air Force as to the cost 
of completing these contracts is substantially low. 

The first contract, of over $15 million, will cost, in my judgment, 
from conversations | have had with the contractor inalved and with 
others in the area, at least $2 million more, or a total of $344 millicn. 
And the second contract will cost approximately $1 million more 
than their estimate. 

So that I believe that when they do finish up, the cost of canceling 
will be about $3 million more than the estimate that has been furnished 
by the Air Force. 

In addition to that, we have also suggested that the second contract 
of the Groves Co., the one involving the apron, should be substantially 
canceled. 

This contract provides for the pavement of an extremely large area 
with concrete. This is customary on military bases but is not used 
in civilian airport construction and is unnecessary. 

And approximately three and a half million dollars of that contract 
can be saved. Through the saving of this $334 million and considering 
the additional $3 million that I feel certain will be required to finish 
these contracts, we come out with a figure—and not taking into 
consideration the extra money that may be needed to reactivate the 
contracts—of $1,630,109 more to complete these contracts than to 
cancel them. 

Just one thing further. 

There is tremendous interest in the area, both by the city of 
Milwaukee and by the city of Chicago. 

Mr. O’Konsk1. I hate to interrupt your fine statement, but the 
Senator from Wisconsin is here, and he has to be at the Senate. 
Would you mind if he would interrupt your statement so we can get 
his statement in? 

Mr. Fiynn. I am just about done. I am delighted to have him 
complete. 

The CuarrMan. Is Senator Proxmire here? 

Senator Proxmire. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMANn. Come around, Senator, please, sir, if you desire to 
make a statement to the committee. 

Senator Proxmire. Mr. Chairman, I want to thank my good friend 
and colleague from Wisconsin, Congressman Alvin O’Konski, for this 
courtesy, and I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman, very much. And 
I also apologize to Congressman Jerry Flynn. This is a release onto 
me, Mr. Chairman. As a Senator, I am in the habit of going to our 
committees 5 minutes late and being the first Senator there by 10}or 
15 minutes. I find you gentlemen are very prompt and punctual. 

I will take no more than 6 minutes of your time. 

The CHarRMAN. Yes; we try to set good patterns for the other side. 

Mr. CoHe.an. Hear, hear. 

Senator Proxmire. We shall do our best to follow them. 

Mr. Chairman, I welcome this opportunity to discuss the fate and 
future of the Bong Air Force Base site at Kansasville, Wis. 

You have just heard a thoughtful and thorough presentation of the 

ast, present, and future of the Bong base from Congressman Gerald 
Pivtin’ The Bong base is within Representative Flynn’s district. 
The decision to cancel the project fell on him and the residents of his 
district like a blockbuster. By the time the decision to cancel the 
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project was announced it was a fait accompli, though there had been 
no attempt made by the Air Force to consult with any local authority, 
or any of us who are elected to represent our State. 

Since that first day Congressman Flynn has worked tirelessly to 
attempt to bring some order out of the wreckage caused by that 
abrupt decision. He has met with officials from the Air Force, the 
Department of Defense, and other Federal bodies who are involved. 
He has consulted at great length with the people who are most 
intimately concerned, the Wisconsin citizens who live in the Kansas- 
ville area, where the Bong base was to have been built. He has 
talked to local officials, planners, and experts, all in an exhaustive 
attempt to achieve the best possible solution. No one has worked 
harder than Jerry Flynn to develop an orderly, satisfactory plan to 
maximize the usefulness, to the country and to the local citizens, of 
the construction already underway and so abruptly interrupted. 

It is a pleasure for me at this time to express my full and unqualified 
confidence in Representative Flynn. He deserves full credit for his 
work, and I hope the committee will listen to his views with the respect 
that they deserve, and will share the confidence which I have in 
Representative Flynn’s ability and thoroughness. 

1 wish to emphasize at this time the great damage done to the area 
by the decision to cancel this project. When work on the base was 
started the first step was the acquisition of some 5,700 acres of rich 
Wisconsin farmland, cultivated for many years in corn and crops 
needed for dairy farming. When the Air Force purchased this land 
they took all that land out of cultivation and turned it to an essen- 
tially sterile purpose, from the point of view of the local farming 
community. Where once corn grew and ripened through the summer, 
where top-grade milk cows grazed, there now lies an abandoned pock- 
marked, pothole-filled, slash of useless mud. 

If the base had been completed, it would have served the national 
interest and the people of Wisconsin as an important part of our 
strategic defense shield. With the decision to abandon construction, 
taken on grounds of changing military needs and budget considera- 
tions, those 5,700 acres became a useless void, grotesquely located in 
the center of a growing developing area. 

The decision to cancel and abandon the base has caused serious 
economic harm through tax oss to the local district. Taking 5,700 
acres of land for military use removes it from the tax base, thus greatly 
reducing the possible revenue and borrowing limit for municipal pur- 
poses. I have received a number of letters from the local school au- 
thorities, among them the Brighton School District, expressing serious 
concern over the educational future of the area. 

In view of all the damage done, I bel eve that the Air Force and the 
Federal Government should complete the contracts for work already 
underway to provide a bare minimum of essential public uti ities in 
the area. This would include: (1) the underground utilities in the 
operational-industrial area (excluding the ‘Christmas tree’’ area); 
(2) the sewage and water treatment plants exclusive of mechanisms; 
(3) leaving the heating plant intact; and (4) completion and restora- 
tion of certain roads in the industrial area. 

Incidentally, it is my understanding that all of us in Wisconsin— 
the Governor, the University of Wisconsin land use experts who have 
been studying this problem for months—and incidentally who are 
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among the best in the country—and the leaders of the local com- 
munity—are agreed on these purposes expressed so far. 

Now with regard to the airstrip, I do not have the technical informa- 
tion necessary to determine responsibly whether construction should 
go forward. This information would include: (1) whether in the 
opinion of the Federal Aviation Agency the airstrip would provide 
a safe and useful alternative to existing fields, without seriously en- 
dangering air traffic elsewhere; (2) whether the Air Force believes the 
completed airstrip would be ueful in future military planning, as an 
emergency landing field or for other purposes; (3) whether in fact 
there is a market among commercial airlines for the use of the airstrip 
as a landing site, storage area, or freight terminal. 

I recognize that there may be very substantial advantages to com- 
pleting an airstrip on which most of the required work has already 
been done and paid for, and for which the remaining work can be 
completed for little more than the cost of settling the contract. 

I think the Air Force has a practical responsibility as well as an 
overwhelming moral obligation to complete and restore as much of 
the Bong area as possible. By completing the minimum of contracts, 
on most of which work is well underway, the Federal Government 
would go a long way toward restoring the area, and offsetting the 
serious cut in the local tax base. 

I only urge this course, Mr. Chairman, because I am convinced that 
it is by far the most economical. If the Air Force walks away from 
this project in its present condition the waste of land and resources is 
obvious and certain. A very moderate investment, on the other 
hand, can provide this community with a solid prospect of recovering 
substantial value and waste will be substantially reduced. 

The CuarrMan. Thank you very much, Senator. 

Senator Proxmrre. | thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMANn. Now I may say this, Senator, if you have time. 
And I think it should go in the record right now. 

I have a statement here in the newspaper that the Governor has 
just recently signed a bill. I will read it as follows: 

Madison, Wis., February 17. A bill enabling Wisconsin to acquire and develop 
5,400 acres of abandoned Bong Air Force Base site near Kansasville was signed 
Wednesday by Governor Nelson. 

So the State of Wisconsin has passed the necessary law to take this 
property if it is declared surplus. 

Now I want tosay this. I will be frank and candid. I have studied 
this ever since last October. I had Mr. Arends and Mr. Price to go 
out and look over this just as soon as it was called to my attention by 
Congressman Flynn. 

Now from what you have said and what he is leading up to say, is 
that you want the Congress to appropriate money to finish this base, 
notwithstanding the fact that they have no military need or necessity 
for it. 

Now the Air Force has submitted to this committee and to the 
Armed Services Committee in the Senate a request to declare this 
property surplus. That was submitted a few days ago, and the com- 
mittee has not yet had an opportunity to examine it. 

The only justification the Air Force is asking to get rid of this 
property right now, in such a hurry, is because it costs $10,000 a year 
for caretakers. 
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Now it looks like to me that the Air Force is a little bit too hasty 
in trying to dispose of this property. I do not think that the facts 
should warrant the Air Force to declare it surplus in such a speedy 
manner. 

We have invested $28,300,000 in it. And I think what this com- 
mittee should do is to request the Air Force to withdraw its request 
to be turned over to the General Services Administration because it 
might be possible in the days ahead to find some use for this piece of 
property from a military standpoint. 

Now this is not the only base we have developed in defense and 
cannot find any particular use for it after we have developed it on 
account of the change of the weapons system. 

So I hope that some plan can be worked out whereby the Air Force 
will not be trying to get rid of it right away, and just let it stay out 
there for the time being and see if in our new weapons system we can 
appropriate this $28 million to some better use than to just abandon 
it and get rid of it. 

Senator Proxmire. Mr. Chairman, last October the Secretary of 
the Air Force, then Mr. Douglas, came to Racine and was very em- 
phatic, and I persisted in asking him the very kind of question that. 
you are raising here. I said, “Is there any prospect in the future that 
this base could be used for military purposes?”’ 

The CHartrMAN. Well, the Secretary can’t tell you and he can’t 
tell us, because no man can read the future. But we see what is 
happening dey by day. And the Government has invested $28 
million in it, and there is no need of getting rid of it today. Just 
let’s hold this piece of property and see if we can’t find some use for it. 

Senator Proxmire. Mr. Chairman, in reply to you, I sould simply 
say this: I am sure the people of Wisconsin would enthusiastically 
support any military use for this property. 

The CHarrMAN. That is right. 

Senator Proxmire. They would be very happy. 

The CuairMAN. That is right. 

Senator Proxmrire. If this committee and the Congress shuuld 
find this. 

The Cuatrman. If it can be developed in our missile system—we 
are changing it all the time. Maybe we can use this piece of property. 
We bought it, and we are not going to sit idly by and lose this much 
money, because it is too important an investment. 

Senator Proxmire. At the same time, Mr. Chairman, I would call 
your attention to the fact that there is a very very serious incon- 
venience, loss of revenue, for the people in this area if this base simply 
lies idle, not for months but for years. i 

The CuarrMan. Well, it might 

Senator Proxmire. And isn’t utilized in any way. 

The CuarrMan. Then we would be not warranted—we would not 
be warranted to take public funds and finish this for not a public 
purpose. athe 

You see, you are suggesting in your statement that we are going 
ahead and finish it, Povo then let it be used as a commercial airport or 
whatever it might want to be used for in that neighborhood. You 
couldn’t take money from the Treasury for that kind of a purpose. 

Senator Proxmire. Well, let me say that it is my understanding 
that the Air Force might conceivably find that they could use this 
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base in the future, depending on the emergency, and that the power 
to reclaim it 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Senator Proxmire. In the future might be extremely valuable to 
them. 

The Cuarrman. There might be in the future some military use 
for it. 

Senator Proxmire. At the same time, it might be possible for them 
to permit industrial development at this time, with some kind of 
recapture clause that would make it valuable for both purposes in 
the future. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I doubt very seriously if we could ever get 
a bill through the Congress, when vou are building something that is 
not going to be used for a military purpose, just to keep on building 
it and carry out the contract. You know it and I know it, it is 
going to be difficult to secure favorable consideration of that kind of 
an approach. 

So it looks like to me the sensible thing for us to do is to force the 
Air Force, that is, the Air Department, to withhold its anxiety and 
anxiousness to sell this property, and let it stay out there. And we 
may in a few years, or a short time, find some military use for it, and 
then go ahead. That is the way I would like to approach this matter. 

And I talked with the Secretary of Defense this morning, and the 
Secretary of Defense is perfectly willing—the Secretary of the Air 
Force, Secretary Sharp, is perfectly willing that that kind of direction 
be made of this matter. 

We don’t want to lose this $28 million. We don’t want to give it 
to the State of Wisconsin, or sell it to them, because we may have 
some need for it in the future phase. 

So, if we can’t use it for what we hoped we could use it for, when 
we authorized it a few years ago, because the weapons system is 
changed, but we may be able in a few years to find some use for it, 
and we have this piece of property—the Department, in my judgment, 
is too anxious to get rid of this, and it should hold it, because it doesn’t 
cost but $10,000 a year to maintain it. 

Senator Proxmire. May I simply say: Recognizing the very great 
force of the chairman’s arguments, from the standpoint of the people 
of Wisconsin, we would earnestly ask that this decision would be 
made just as expeditiously as possible. 

The CuarrMan. I think we can make the decision right now. 

Mr. Secretary, come around here, please, sir. 

Secretary SHarp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. May | suggest one question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Senator, and also the Congressman, since the State 
has passed an act, what kind of plans did they have for the future? 
Was it just 

The CHAIRMAN. Here is the article. Let me read the article. 
Read the article, Mr. Kelleher. This gives us all the information 
we know about it. Read the article. 

Mr. Fuiynn. I would like to explain that, if I could. I can do it 
in just a minute. ; 

Mr. Duruam. Certainly, they didn’t pass an act in the State legis- 
lature without some plans for the future as to what they would use 
it for. 
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Mr. Fuiynn. Yes. 

Could I explain it for just a moment? 

The CHarrRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Fiynn. The Air Force came in immediately following the can- 
cellations and explained to all of the officials of the towns, cities, and 
villages in the State the procedure that would be followed in dispos- 
ing of this area. They explained the turnover of the land to GSA 
for disposition. Naturally, the State was concerned. The Governor 
has worked very closely with the Senator and myself and has given 
us no end of assistance and cooperation. 

We found that the State statutes of Wisconsin did not provide the 
power in the State to assist in the orderly development of this land. 
And being fearful that it would be sold by GSA, maybe 10 acres at 
a piece, or 40 acres and cut up, and thereby giving it a use that would 
not be to the best interests of the community, but would be harmful, 
in fact. The Governor said, ‘‘Why not let the State step in, if the 
Federal Government is determined to dump it, and turn it over and 
let the community suffer—let the State, rather than the local com- 
munity bear the burden, because our counties, the counties of Racine 
and Kenosha could not possibly afford—they couldn’t expend the 
money to take this over, whereas the State might be able to do so.”’ 

So we had a special session of our legislature that was called here a 
couple of months ago, and collectively we introduced a bill, the 
Senator and myself and the Governor and our attorney general, to 
give the State the power to take title to the land, with the thought in 
mind that, in taking title, it would do so only for a temporary pur- 
pose, and that is to provide a vehicle whereby there could be an 
orderly transition of the land from the GSA to eventually use, believ- 
ing that its best use would be to keep it as a whole, where we might 
develop an industrial park, and bring industry in. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

What I suggested would accomplish the same thing, as suggested 
by Mr. Kilday. 

Let this matter stand in status quo. Let the Air Force withdraw 
its request. Even if it does not withdraw it, I doubt very seriously, 
in view of the fact, that the committee would act favorably on it. 
And, therefore, it would still be in the custody of the Air Force. And 
we will try to find some use for this installation out there. 

Mr. Stratron. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHarrMan. We can’t tell what we are going to build here next 
year or the year after next. So let’s go a little slow. 

Everybody has been too fast in this project. 

Mr. Duruam. How many schools are closed? 

Mr. Fiynn. What was that? 

Mr. Duruam. How many schools were closed in the area? 

Mr. Fiynn. None were closed, but several were affected, one in 
particular, because the land valuation has been removed. 

The CHarrman. I don’t want to cut the fine statement of our 
distinguished colleague short, because it is a very, very fine statement 
from the viewpoint he is making. But we must try to reach a de- 
cision in this. If you want us to try to help solve your problem, we 
will do so right now by letting me ask the Secretary. 

Mr. Secretary, of course you certified this over to the General 
Services Administraion. And in accordance with the law, they 
submitted it to this committee to see what views we have about it. 
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Now, have you any objection to withdrawing this request from 
the General Services’ consideration, or do you want this committee 
to pass on it? 

Secretary Suarp. If it is the will of the chairman that it is the 
wisest course to withdraw this request to GSA, I am sure that it 
= ~ done. I don’t know the legal status of that sort of thing, 

ut u—— 

The Cuatrman. I think it should be done. And I think you and 
the Army and the Navy should make every effort possible to see if 
you can utilize this installation. 

Now, we have identically the same thing at Harvey Point, down in 
North Carolina. We spent $12 million there. And before we finished 
with the contract, just like in this case, the weapons system changed, 
and we could not use it for what it was intended. 

So I personally took it up with the Air Force and the Army to see 
if they could not use it. And they said they could not for the time 
being, but I said, ‘Just hold that piece of property and let’s see if we 
can save this $12 million.” 

And the same thing is here. We spent $28 million. And the Air 
Force is forced to abandon it for the purpose it was intended. So now 
let’s withdraw your request and let this matter stand just like it is 
and see if the Department of Defense can find some way to utilize 
this piece of property. 

Mr. Stratton. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. And if it can’t, then of course we can cross the 
bridge at that time. We haven’t come up to the bridge yet, and 
never pull your shoes off until you get to the water. 

Mr. Fiynn. May I make just one further statement? I will try 
to be very brief. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Fiynn. That is very fine, but it presents this problem: 

The whole fundamental basis of my appeal to this committee has 
been this: I tried to go to the Air Force with what I thought was a 
reasonable proposition and say to them, as would a businessman- 
if 1 could just take one moment? ‘Here you are going to spend 
$8 million in cancellation. Don’t spend that. Utilize that to com- 
plete the contract and have one expense. Then take not over $4 
million more, and when you get through, you will have a $32 million 
asset. If you don’t, when you are through, you are going to have a 
$3 million asset.” 

The CuarrmMan. You would run up against the Comptroller. The 
Comptroller would not permit the Air Force to take money and 
finish something for which it has no purpose. 

Mr. Fiynn. Might I answer that, please? 

I don’t want to get into a debate with the chairman. My position 
is this: With the Air Force declaring that it had no military use, the 
chairman would be entirely correct. 

That was the reason I went to the Secretary’s office when he was 
then Under Secretary. I said, “If this airstrip has a military value’’— 
and I believed it did, because there is no such strip in Midwestern 
America at all to bring planes down—‘‘then if the Air Force so de- 
clared, they would have the power to go ahead and expend this 
money.” And it was my feeling when I left the then Under Secre- 
tary’s office that serious consideration was going to be given to that. 
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He himself said he could see immense value to the Air Force to have 
this strip laid and usable, rather than on a drawing board. 

The CHarRMAN. Well, then, let them, through regular channels, 
present that later on. 

For the time being, let the Secretary withdraw his request to the 
General Services Administration. Then we will not pass on this and 
just let it stand in status quo. And we will exert every effort to see 
if we can’t find some use for this base. That is the way to handle it. 

Mr. Srrarron. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Firynn. That will be fine. 

( will make one further statement. 

The Senator and I, as you can well appreciate, are under pressure 
from the taxing units, particularly one school district that is in very 
very bad shape. They may present a special request to the committee 
for some relief. But I won’t take your time now. I want to alert you 
to that. There is one school district in very very bad shape. 

The Cuarrman. I would suggest to you and the Senator: Tell your 
people and tell the press that the Armed Services Committee is going 
to exert every effort possible to see that the Department of Defense 
utilizes this facility; that we do not stand by idly and look with favor 
upon a $28 million capital investment and no benefit and no returns 
from it. 

And we will put every pressure we possibly can bring to bear on 
the Department to use this facility at the very earliest possible date. 
And it may happen next year——— 

Mr. Kitpay. May I ask a question? 

The CuarrmMan. That this will be appropriated to some use. We 
can’t tell. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman. There is no syndicate or business 
group that are prepared to take it over at this time? 

Mr. Fiynn. I| had one further thing to state, and then I would be 
through. 

There is a keen interest, an extremely keen interest, between the 
city of Chicago and the city of Milwaukee to take this over and hold 
it for a period of from 5 to 15 years. 

Mr. Kitpay. The cities, as such? 

Mr. Fiynn. They formed it as a port authority, as the port of New 
York is formed, into a Chicago-Milwaukee Airport Authority. 

Mr. Kixtpay. Of course, that wouldn’t help your school districts. 
It would still be tax exempt as a municipally owned property. 

Mr. Fiynn. Except it would produce revenue through the opera- 
tion. The idea would be that it would be ultimately developed into 
an international jet airport for the midwest, to keep Chicago as the 
center for transportation. All railroads now lead into it, and in the 
jet age, they need just this facility. And they have no other area 
where this type of thing could be constructed. 

Mr. Kitpay. That has not yet been organized? It is not in being? 

Mr. Fiynn. No. We couldn’t. 

Mr. Kitpay. The whole thing that appears to me is the best thing 
for you is to have it stay just where it is so we can authorize its dis- 
position in any manner. 

Mr. Fiywnn. If it doesn’t drag on for a period of years, we are 
delighted with the proposal. 
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Mr. Arenps. Mr. Flynn, could I ask this question? 

Have you explored the possibility of getting that school district 
included in the so-called impacted area bill? I don’t know whether 
you can, but they might bend over and do it because the cause was 
the military moved in and created that condition. 

Mr. Fiynn. They are receiving some benefits. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Senator. Thank you, 
Congressman Flynn. 

The press can carry the statement that the Armed Services Com- 
mittee is asking the Department of Air to withdraw its request 
declaring this property surplus, and we are going to try and find some 
use for it. Thank you very much. 

Now, members of the committee, we will go in executive session. 

Mr. Fiynn. May I thank you very much for the fine hearing that 
you afforded me. I appreciate it very much. 

(Whereupon, at 10:55 a.m., the committee proceeded in executive 
session. ) 





Houser or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Tuesday, February 23, 1960. 

The committee met at 10 a.m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, pre- 
siding. 

The CuarrMan. Let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H.R. 10220, the public 
works construction bill. 

Now, members of the committee, when we were considering the 
Army portion of the bill, there was an item in it, the Quartermaster 
Research and Engineering Institute, for transfer of activities from the 
Research and Development Center at Chicago to Natick, Mass., 
authorizing some expenditure of $3,628,000. 

Congressman Price and Congressman Arends, from our committee, 
our two distinguished colleagues, have requested that we refer back 
to this for additional information. 

In addition thereto, the committee has been requested by our 
distinguished colleague, the gentlewoman from Illinois, Mrs. Church, 
and our distinguished colleague, Mr. Yates, to be permitted to testify. 

We also have a request from Mr. William G. Mason, and Dr. 
Murphy, and Dr. Spaeth, of the Illinois Institute of Technology. 

Now, here are the facts—Is the Congressman here this morning? 

Come around, Mr. Yates. 

Mr. Arenps. Sidney Yates and Tom O’Brien. 

The CHatrman. And Mr. O’Brien. 

Is Mrs. Church here? 

(No response.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Yates, you permit the dean of the Illinois 
delegation to sit in the big seat. 

Get in the middle, Tom. 

Mr. Yares. I am always in the middle. 

The CuHatrman. No. 

Mr. Yates. Oh, you want Mr. O’Brien in the middle? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. AreNnps. They are going to get you in the middle, Tom. 
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The CuHartrmMan. Now, here are the facts that I have developed in 
regard to it. I want every member of the committee to listen to this. 

Now, out in Chicago, established 18 years ago, in 1942, in an old 
building, of about six, seven, or eight stories high—the building was 
41 years old—was what was known as the Chicago Quartermaster 
Depot. 

I think that is down in the new section of Chicago. It is in a very 
important part of Chicago. 

Now, that has been used, from that time down to date, by various 
Government activities. 

There is located in that building the Army Post Office Department, 
and the Treasury Department. 

The Army has the Surgeon General’s Office, the Ordnance Corps, 
the Quartermaster Corps; and the Navy is in there, too. 

Now, the Department of the Army thinks that that building is not 
adequate for what is being carried on in the Research—Food and 
Container Institute. 

There are 302 employees of this research center there; 242 of them 
are civilians. Now, I haven’t the actual number of employees of the 
Post Office Department and the Treasury Department. 

Now, the Army says to put that institution in proper shape will 
cost $1,188,000. They submitted a plan to take all of these Govern- 
ment activities out and keep them in the vicinity of Chicago, except 
this Quartermaster Food and Container Institute. 

They value this piece of property at $4,870,000. 

Now, in 1953, we established at Natick, Mass., a research institute 
that did not involve the research on food and containers. And we 
have now at this base in Massachusetts some 1,588 people employed, 
of which 1,415 are civilian. And we have an investment there of 
$12 million. 

Now, the idea and the program of the Department of the Army is 
to concentrate all of the research, both for food and container and 
other research which is now being carried on in the Massachusetts, 
Natick, base, under one management. And they estimate that we 
could amortize an expenditure of $3,628,000 within a 3-year period, 
and by a saving of $1,099,000. 

Now, that is the issue, as to whether or not we are warranted in 
taking this Quartermaster Food and Container Institute and putting 
it in the large establishment in Massachusetts, where all research for 
all three services of a different character are being carried on. 

Now, that is the picture. 

And the Army thinks that it will economize to do so. 

So these members have requested to be heard in regard to it. 

And we will be delighted to have you make any statement you 
see fit to. 

Now, who is going—Mr. Yates, are you going to make a statement? 
Or Mr. O’Brien, do vou have anything to say? 

Mr. O’Brien. I will follow him. 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

Mr. Yates, you are speaking in behalf of the Illinois 

Mr. Yates. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN (continuing). Chicago group? 

Mr. Yates. Yes, sir; I am. 

The CuartrMan. All right. 
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Mr. Yates. Mr. Chairman, I want to first thank you for giving 
me the opportunity to appear before your committee today. I am 
here to oppose the Quartermaster Corps’ proposal to transfer its Food 
and Container Institute from Chicago, Ill., to Natick, Mass. And 
this opposition, too, is expressed by every member of the delegation 
from Cook County. We have not yet had an opportunity to poll 
the remainder of the Illinois delegation, but I would assume that 
they, too, are opposed to the proposed transfer. 

Mr. Price. If the gentleman will yield, I might state that as a 
member of this committee, I also registered my objection. But | 
think in my questioning I disapproved of some of the economy being 
involved. 

Mr. Yates. That is very true, Mr. Price. I read the transcript 
yesterday, and I noted particularly that you were the one who force- 
fully advanced the objection to the proposed transfer. 

esterday, I heard for the first time that your committee had 
taken up this matter, and the information given me was that your 
committee had already approved the proposal. 

Mr. Cuarrman. Senator Douglas—ask Senator Douglas to please 
come around, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Yates. Sit here. 

The CuatrMan. Members of the committee, we are honored this 
morning by having the distinguished Senator from [Illinois here, 
Senator Douglas. 

Senator, it is a pleasure to have you over here this morning in dis- 
cussing the item relating to Chicago. 

All the Illinois delegation, including the Senator, is keenly interested 
in anything that relates to Chicago, or to Illinois. 

Mr. Yates. Now, we had received the indication yesterday that 
this item had already received committee approval. But when I 
checked the transcript back in the committee room, I noted that when 
the chairman—— 

The CuHarrMan. Well, we tentatively approved everything in the 
Army title and the Navy title. Of course, it is not finally voted on 
by a roll call vote. 

Mr. Yates. I see. 

The CHarrMan. So you need not worry yourself about that phase 
of it, because we can change our mind whenever we get more informa- 
tion. 

Mr. Yarss. All right, Mr. Chairman. I won’t worry about it. 

I don’t think the committee approval should be given because the 
Quartermaster Corps, according to the transcript that I read, has 
presented only a flimsy case. 

The reasons advanced for the move from Chicago to Natick are 
nothing more than the usual boilerplate with which the Army attempts 
to justify a position for which it can find no other reasons. 

You will recall that it furnished no substantive or factual data to 
substantiate its request. The only reference to any savings—and | 
am speaking from the transcript—was the unsupported statement by 
the Army witness that the Army would save $610,000 a year in 
operating expenses. Our preliminary investigation indicates this is 
not true. The figures which the Army furnished are so ambiguous 
and confusing that I have requested the General Accounting Office 
to make a detailed study of all the costs involved—operating expense, 
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conserention expense—all expenses. The GAO is now making that 
study. 

The CuHarrRMAN. One minute, Mr. Yates. 

Mr. Kelleher, will you get a chair for Mrs. Church? 

Members of the committee, we have the pleasure of having Mrs. 
Church here this morning. 

I want Mrs. Church to have a seat right up at this table while we 
are discussing this matter. 

Mr. Bares. We will have to be here in strength from Massachu- 
setts, Mr. Chairman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Yates. I was proceeding with a statement. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. Excuse me. 

Mr. Yates. Surely. 

Mr. Chairman, the Army itself admits, on occasion, in letters to 
Senator Douglas and in letters to the Appropriations Committee, 
that there are good reasons to keep this installation in Chicago. 
It contends, however, that the operating costs require the change. 

Let me say at the outset that if the proposed transfer will result 
in significant savings to the taxpayers, we will not oppose it. Ours 
is not a dog-in-the-manger objection intended to keep this important 
installation in Chicago under any and all circumstances, and regardless 
of cost. We think Chicago is the logical place for this installation, 
not only because of its geographical location, but for reasons of 
economy and efficiency as well. If the move is to be authorized, we 
think approval must be based upon sound reasons. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer as a part of my statement the letter which 
I wrote last week to Hon. George Mahon, chairman of the Department 
of Defense Subcommittee of the Appropriations Committee. The 
reason that I addressed the letter to him rather than to this com- 
mittee, as possibly I should have, was because there was a question 
of expenditures that was involved, and I thought his committee was 
in & position to go into it from the accounting viewpoint. 

I am delighted that I am given this opportunity to testify this 
morning to advance to you the same reasons that I advanced to 
Congressman Mahon. 

I pointed out to Congressman Mahon that the GAO is making an 
investigation and that it is most important that congressional action 
should be deferred until the GAO survey is available. 

Now, attached to my statement, Mr. Chairman, is the letter which 
I wrote to Congressman Mahon, in which I pointed out that this 
proposal to transfer the Container Institute is neither authorized nor 
ions ga Of course, this is the proceeding in which authorization is 
sought. 

Our investigation shows that the figures that have been offered by 
the Quartermaster Corps do not sustain their position that it will be 
an economic move. 

I would point out, as I said to Congressman Mahon, that according 
to the Army, current annual maintenance cost of the center is 
$2,030,000. The Army pays $1,820,000 of this amount, but occupies 
only 53 percent of the assigned space. If a fair cost allocation were 
made on the basis of the space that was occupied; that is, if the 
Army paid only for the maintenance equal to the space that it oc- 
cupies, its operating cost at the center would be reduced to $1,076,900. 
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It is clear, therefore, that the Army’s argument of excessive costs 
is predicated upon its generosity in assuming payment of bills which 
are rightfully chargeable to other users. 

Second, the Army asserts that the comparable annual maintenance 
costs for all its activities at the suggested new locations will amount 
to $721,000. Its computation is based upon a proposed reduction in 
space from 1,071,685 square feet in Chicago to only 266,460 square 
feet in its new location. 

We can’t understand why the enormous reduction in required 
space. 

We wonder whether this estimate is advanced as a basis for obtain- 
ing current approval of the proposal, leaving to the future an expansion 
of normal operating levels. 

The Army estimates the cost of moving the Institute from Chicago 
to Natick at $687,000, and the cost of new facilities at $3,628,000. 

Assuming these estimates are correct, it will take more than 12 
years to pay for the allegedly lower operating costs at the new location. 

Now, this is strange economy, Mr. Chairman, so unusual that we 
have asked the GAO to check the costs. 

That is the burden of our suggestion, Mr. Chairman, here. We 
don’t think that the costs justify the move. 

We are in no position to know finally whether this is actually true. 

We believe that the General Accounting Office with its facilities, 
can make this appraisal and is in a position to advise this committee as 
to whether or not the Army’s contention is correct that the move is 
in the interest of efficiency and economy. 

We ask that this committee defer action until it has an oppor- 
tunity to take a look at the GAO survey in which it is now engaged 
before making up its mind. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

(The attachments referred to follow:) 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D.C., February 12, 1960. 
Re: Quartermaster Food and Container Institute, Chicago, II. 


Hon. GrorGe Manon, 

Chairman, Department of Defense Subcommittee, 
House Appropriations Committee, 

Washington, D.C. 

Dear GeorceE: I want to thank you for your prompt and cooperative response 
to the problem raised in may letter toryou of December 16, 1959, on the Quarter- 
master Food and Container Institute in Chicago. Appropriations Committee 
Clerk, Kelly Campbell has been most helpful, and the preliminary investigation 
made thus far indicates that real doubt exists that the proposed transfer of the 
Institute from Chicago to Natick, Mass., is justified for economic reasons. The 
information received from the Army in question and answer form is attached 
hereto. 

The Institute is the largest tenant in the Chicago Administration Center, which 
also houses a number of other military and nonmilitary activities. The Army 
proposes to move all its activities from the Center to new locations. It is most 
important to note at the outset that the Corps proposal to move the Container 
Institute to Natick is neither authorized nor budgeted. Before any funds can be 
allocated to implement its proposal, therefore, it is necessary that appropriate 
legislation authorizing the move and the construction of any new facilities be 
approved by the Armed Services Committees of the House and the Senate and by 
the Congress. I suggest that when the representatives of the Army appear before 
your subcommittee to justify their budget, it would be well in questioning them 
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to make sure that none of the funds they seek will be used in support of their 
proposal. 

Investigation shows that the Institute was originally located in Chicago because 
of the numerous advantages the city offers for such an operation. Although the 
Quartermaster Corps concedes that these advantages still exist, it asserts that 
they are outweighed by an increase in maintenance costs. I would point out, 
however, that the figures they have offered in support of this contention do not 
sustain their position. According to the Army, current annual maintenance 
costs at the Center are $2,030,000. The Army pays $1,820,000 of this amount, 
but occupies only 53 percent of the assigned space. If a fair cost allocation were 
made on the basis of space occupied, that is, if the Army paid only for the mainte- 
nance equal to the space it uses, its operating costs at the Center would be 
reduced to $1,076,900. It is clear, therefore, that the Army’s argument of exces- 
sive costs is predicated upon its generosity in assuming payment of bills right- 
fully chargeable to other users. 

Second, the Army asserts that the comparable annual maintenance costs for 
all its activities at suggested new locations will amount to $721,000. Its com- 
putation is based upon a proposed reduction in space from 1,071,685 square 
feet in Chicago to only 266,460 square feet in its new location. Why the enormous 
reduction in required space? Is this estimate advanced as a basis for obtaining 
current approval of the proposal, leaving to the future an expansion to normal 
operating levels? 

The Army estimates the cost of moving the Institute from Chicago to Natick 
at $687,000 and the cost of new facilities at Natick at $3,628,000. Assuming 
these estimates are correct, it will take more than 12 years to pay for the al- 
legedly lower operating costs at the new location. This is strange economy, so 
unusual that I have asked the General Accounting Office to check the computa- 
tions thoroughly. When I spoke to GAO officials yesterday, I learned that they 
were making a detailed investigation at both Chicago and Natick to ascertain 
the true cost structures. I am sure you will agree that GAO’s investigation is 
most important and that congressional action should be deferred until GAO’s 
survey is available. 

I have asked GAO, too, to find out what will happen to the other military and 
nonmilitary tenants currently occupying the Chicago facilities in the event the 
Institute moves. If they remain, the cost of maintaining the buildings will 
continue at the present level. If they move as a result of the Institute’s leaving, 
it would seem that their moving costs and the expense ot renting or constructing 
new quarters for them should be taken into consideration in computing the total 
costs. 

I want to thank you again for your help. I am sure both Senators from 
Illinois and all. Members of Congress who represent districts in Chicago join me 
in this, inasmuch as all of them are opposed to the proposal and appreciate your 
cooperation in bringing all the facts to light. We think the Army is wrong and 
we are confident that the investigation being made will sustain our position. 

With kindest personal regards. 

Sincerely yours, 
Sipney R. Yates, Member of Congress. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS ON THE PRoposED MOovE OF THE QUARTERMASTER 
Foop AND CONTAINER INSTITUTE 


1. Who are the present tenants of the Chicago Administration Center? Who 
were the tenants in 1955 when it was called the Chicago Quartermaster Depot? 
(a) Tenants, 1960: 
Quartermaster activities: 
Cemetery Division. 
Department of Defense Commercial Warehouse and Household Goods Office. 
Laundry Advisory. 
Quartermaster Field Maintenance Shop. 
Property Disposal Branch. 
Quartermaster Food and Container Institute for the Armed Forces. 
U.S. Army Subsistence Center. 
Chicago Military Clothing and Textile Inspection Office. 
Chicago Quartermaster Quality Control Office. 
Quartermaster Inspector General Field Office. 
Military Subsistence Testing Laboratory. 
Coffee Branch. 
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Fifth U.S. Army activities: 
Finance and Accounting Office. 
Accounting Division, Finance and Accounting Section. | 
Statistics and Accounting Division, Adjutant General Section. 
Publications Stockroom, Printing Control Branch, Adjutant General Section. 
Records Administration Branch, Administrative Service Division, Adjutant 
General Section. 





Regional Industrial Security Office, G-2 Section. , 
Post Supply Office, U.S. Army Support Center. 

Silk Sereen Shop, 5th U.S. Army Recruiting District. 
Chicago Training Center Supply Point, USA Military District. 

Provost Marshal, U.S. Army. i . 


Zone 11, U.S. Army Veterinary Food Inspection Service. 


Engineer Section. t 
Meat and Dairy Hygiene School, U.S. Army Medical Service. 
Chicago District Corps of Engineers. . 
Chicago Ordnance District. I 
Other Government agencies: 
Post Office Department: a 
Post Office Supply Center. a 
Mail Bag Depository and Repair Center. 
Department of Agriculture: f 
Dairy Division Laboratory. 
Inspection and Grading Branch. f 
Department of Labor: 
Illinois Division of Unemployment Compensation. 
Bureau of Employment Security. 
Treasury Department: Bond Division Distribution Center. 
(b) Tenants, 1955: 
Quartermaster activities: 
Depot Headquarters. 
Storage Division. 
Quartermaster Purchasing Division. t] 
Cemetery Division. W 
Army Effects Office. 
Coffee Roasting Plant. C 
Quartermaster Inspection Office. F 
Commercial Warehouse Field Office. Q 
Assistant Quartermaster Inspector General’s Office. in 
Forty-fifth Military Policy Detachment (CI). h. 
Quartermaster Food and Container Institute. pi 
Quartermaster Testing Laboratory. ot 
Quartermaster Subsistence School. F 
Quartermaster Market Center Ration Assembly Line. la 
Other Department of Army Activities: al 
Fifth Army Finance and Accounting Activities. 
Fifth Army Publications. 
Fifth Army Unit Supply. D 
Fifth Army Central Record Facilities, G—2 Section. C 
Fifth Army Machine Records Activities. F 
Fifth Army Records Administrator. be 
Supply Office Headquarter, Illinois Military District. 
a 


District engineer. 
Third Transportation Zone Branch Office. fo 
Veterinary Food Inspection Service. 
Armed Services Medical Procurement 
AMS, Meat and Dairy Hygiene School. 
Other Government agencies: a 
Post Office Department. 
Department of Agriculture. 
Treasury Department. E 
2. Why has the center become inefficient and excessively costly to operate? ‘ 
(a) The Chicago Administration Center consists of three 6-story buildings ~ 
designed and constructed as multistoried warehouses. Under modern warehous- 
ing practices, it has become inefficient and costly to operate as warehouse space. 
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(b) The Chicago district engineer has completed a study on December 10, 1958, 
<a retention of CAC as a military facility. Conclusions are summarized as 
follows: 

(1) By comparison with present standards of commercial warehousing the 
installation is very outmoded and obsolete for that purpose. 

(2) A number of studies have been made in the past proposing to convert the 
space to other uses. None of the proposed plans were accepted as economically 
or functionally feasible. 

(3) The amount of space being maintained at the center is very high in pro- 
portion to that assigned to the military tenants thereof. 

(4) The proportion of space utilized by military activities at the center has 
declined from 63.7 percent in 1955, to 53.3 percent in 1958 (the time of the study). 

(5) There is no known demand by military activities for any appreciable addi- 
tional space at the center. 

(6) The present market value of the existing facilities, which are considered 
excessive to the needs of the military, is estimated at $4,870,000. The appraisal 
is considered reasonable and acceptable. 

(c) At the present time only 53 percent of assigned space is utilized by military 
activities, but 90 percent of the administrative overhead costs is borne by these 
activities. 

3. What is the maintenance cost at Chicago Administration Center per square 
footin 1955? 1958? Present time? 

ee total cost of.all maintenance and furnishing of utilities per square foot is as 
follows: 


Cost per 
square 
Fisbal pear foot 
aan tee Risin dr ig Sak oh En Sa cers v0 ie we ee I a a 2 $0. 206 
ON id ss tah iciciey a albu nak aid Gla ae oe AA <add Gah ork ae .3l1l 
IS. eee nese SEE eet eRe Ea eet ee ee at SNe AH 340 
Be OM NEOE) cone nen ane diesels siWwiiede seaplee ed gel 342 


4. What were the considerations on which a decision was based not to include 
the Institute in the Natick organization? What are the ‘changed conditions” 
which have nullified the validity of that decision? 

The original plans for a R. & E. Center at Natick did not include the Food and 
Container Institute. This was considered satisfactory at that time because the 
Food and Container Institute was a tenant of a larger activity, the Chicago 
Quartermaster Depot, which bore the overhead administrative costs. Upon 
inactivation of the depot, the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute has 
had to bear an increasingly burdensome share of this cost. Further, within the 
past few years, many large food and food-processing companies have relocated in 
other sections of the country. A review of contract programs carried on at the 
Food and Container Institute indicates that food research has been dispersed in 
laboratories all over the country. Research is dependent on the relationship with 
all of these widely dispersed laboratories. 

5. When did the Institute stop being the tenant of a larger organization? 

In 1952, the Food and Container Institute was a tenant of the Chicago Q.M. 
Depot which, in 1955, was inactivated. The facility was redesignated as the 
Chicago Administration Center by General Order 29, dated July 11, 1956. The 
Food and Container Institute thus became the prime occupant, and as a result, 
bears the largest portion of cost of operation for the facility. 

6. When was Natick Installation first opened? How many were employed 
at Natick in 1952, 1955, and latest available date? How many by the Institute 
for the same years? 

Natick was activated by General Order 73, dated October 1, 1953. 


Personnel strength 








Natick Q.M. Food and Container 
Institute 
As of Nov, 30: Military Civilian Military Civilian 
WS Sash 355 ocdice bibs. elie «) ed RECT Sots aie ae 
1966... --..----+---------2-2---------0---0- 165 1, 064 57 177 
1900... ........--.----------------------+--- 107 1,172 65 228 











1 Not activated, 
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7. Give verification that one-third of total cost of the center will be saved. 
Will there be a reduction of 333 people? Are employees the prime cost? 

There are about 1,000 civilians located at CAC. Of this amount it is estimated 
that there will be a saving of 322 civilian positions. The prime cost of CAC is 
pay of personnel. 

8. What buildings and equipment are now at Natick? (Include square feet of 
floor space broken down by: (a) Administrative, (b) Labcratory, (c) Common 
use (halls, washrooms, etc.)). What construction has occurred at Natick since 
1952? 


(a) Administrative space-__-_-_-_-_~_- nis mass iene ty ROO AOD <1 Pee, FOO 
(b) Laboratories (test facilities, including solar furnace) -__ ~~ ~~~ do__.. 308, 730 
(c) Storage: 
sin at Bika ences Lanse ACERS be dois Gs hate te SS age a as 
eS: ae ee RS ae, een NUR ae ri ean do... 20, 000 
(d) Common use facilities (halls, washrooms, etc.) approximately_do____ 48, 000 
(e) Troop housing w/mess- - --- -- a ney a 
(f) Community welfare, morale and recreation___-- ~~ _- Trae “a 1, 946 
(g) Construction since 1952 (other than begun in 1952 and completed in 
1954): 
EE IEEE SE ET, TR LT PO $275, 000 
Dy RE Sarath aii dae eS oe Ridtiert ren oS =~ RERO Eo SRE $114, 518 
(3) Sidewalks, parking and pavements___.-_.-...._-.-.-_-- $190, 313 
(4) Utilities (electric, sewage, water).._.._..._..._..__--__-_ $4, 062 


9. What new construction or modification will be required at Natick to accom- 
modate the Institute? 

(a) Immediate requirement from latest estimate of New England division 
engineer: 


Office and heavy laboratory building. ----_.-_....-..-.-..----.-- $1, 783, 000 
Development Building, addition and conversion__-____.__.....-._- 1, 643, 000 
EE EEL EE ER 168, 000 
Dalton men's Darraces edaition 8 oe ee 34, 000 

i iitidbi anaes eaten ranean hee epawemp Gane ee 3, 628, 000 


(b) By 1965: None foreseen. 

10. What has been the trend (scope of activity for these programs)? 
(a) QM Research and Engineering Command. 

(b) Food and Container Institute. 


Funds in the research and development program 








1955 1957 | 1959 
WM ise li ac bick 25h 5 odes dindcocelcnbncinsbsdecéeantacs $7, 487, 000 $8, 085, 000 $8, 217, 000 
Food and Container Institute...............-.-..--.-.-...-.-. 2, 870, 000 2, 692, 000 2, 809, 000 














11. At what military locations will the present tenants be absorbed after 
inactivation? 

(a) The Quartermaster tenants will be located as follows: 

(1) QM Food and Container Institute, QM R. & E. Center, Natick, Mass. 

(2) Army Subsistence Center, GSA operated space, W. Jackson Bivd., 
Chicago, Ill. 

(3) M. C. & T. inspection office, GSA operated space, W. Jackson Blvd, 
Chicago, Ill. 

(4) QMIG field office, GSA operated space, W. Jackson Blvd., Chicago, II. 

(5) Quality control office, GDA-operated space, W. Jackson Blvd., Chicago, Il. 

(6) Subsistence testing laboratory, Fort Worth General Depot, Fort Worth, 


ex. 
(7) Coffee branch, HQ, MSSA, Chicago, IIl. 
(8) Cemetery division, Columbus General Depot, Columbus, Ohio. 
(9) Department of Defense commissary warehouse field office, GSA operated 
space, W. Jackson Blv~~, Chicago, IIl. 
(10) Laundry advi q@\;,Chicago, Ill., area. 
(11) QM field maif#™ nance, deactivate. 








nhs ee Se PT ~~ Fh 
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(12) Property disposal, transferred to other Army activities in Chicago area. 

(b) Fifth U.S. Army activities will be relocated to Fort Sheridan, IIl., and to 
Headquarters, Fifth U.S. Army, Chicago, IIl. 

(c) Meat and dairy hygiene school, U.S. Army Medical Service, not known. 

Chicago District, Corps of Engineers and Chicago Ordnance District, will be 
relocated in Chicago area. 

12. Why weren’t they moved prior to 1960: 

The three buildings which now comprise the Chicago Administration Center 
were designed and constructed in 1918-20 for storage purposes. These three 
square, brick buildings are each six stories high with connecting passageways, 
and have floors of reinforced concrete, with perimeter windows. As constructed, 
office space was included along the front perimeter of the building on some floors; 
almost all other space was open storage space. Until 1955, this facility was used 
primarily as a storage location for the Chicago Quartermaster Depot, although 
the Food and Container Institute, or its predecessor organizations, has been a 
tenant at that facility since its inception in 1936. However, over the vears, 
advances in warehousing techniques made these buildings outmoded for eco- 
nomical and efficient storage operations. In 1955, the storage function was 
absorbed by other military depots and the facility was redesignated as the Chicago 
Administration Center. A determined effort has been made since that date to 
utilize available space in the facility. However, the dwindling workload at the 
Chicago Administration Center, as well as the excessive cost of converting the 
space to other uses, made continued occupancy of the premises by military 
tenants economically infeasible. Consequently, the Secretary of the Army has 
decided that in order to effect operating economy and efficiency the large and 
expensive administration center in South Chicago must be inactivated and the 
tenant activities must be centralized and combined with related establishments as 
soon as practicable. 

13. How many employees of Food and Container Institute will be moved to 
Natick? 

Thirty-two positions will be eliminated through consolidation with a like 
function at Natick—-12 at Natick and 20 at Chicago. However, all the em- 
ployees of the Food and Container Institute will be offered an opportunity to 
move to Natick with the mission. 

14. How many square feet are now assigned to the Food and Container Insti- 
tute in the center? 

One hundred and eighty-eight thousand six hundred and forty square feet. 

15. What are the square foot areas of the proposed office and heavy laboratory? 

Fifty-nine thousand three hundred and seventy-five square feet. 

What are the square foot areas of the proposed addition to the Development 
Building? 

Twenty-nine thousand nine hundred and forty square feet, 

Are the Natick projects authorized? 

No, 

Funded? 

No. 

If not, what is the plan for requesting authorization and funding? 

Fiscal year 1961 MCA budget. 

16. What Department of Defense or Army square feet standards are applied 
in providing for Institute personnel? 

There are no Department of Defense or Army square feet standards which are 
applicable to laboratory facilities since there is such wide variation of requirements 
in this category. The requirements were determined by analysis of actual 
requirements based on experience at the Institute in Chicago. 

The CuarrMan. Thank you very much, Mr. Yates. 

And I want to say to the members of the committee that I have 
studied this since it has particularly been called to my attention by 
Mr. Price and Mr. Arends and other members, and I think your 
suggestion that we defer this is well-founded. _ b. 

Now, I think the proper way for the committee to handle this is 
to have two members of the committee to make a complete investi- 
gation, to see if the facts warrant this transfer, and to have a hearing. 
And for the time being, we will delete this item from the bill and the 
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committee can make its report back before we get through with this 
bill, either in the Senate or in conference. And the committee can 
act on it again. 

We will have the Army and all interested parties and handle it in 
that kind of fashion. 

I think that is the sensible way to handle this matter. 

And without objection, I will ask Mr. Doyle and Mr. Van Zandt to 
act as representing this committee, to set up a hearing. 

I will appoint Mr. Kelleher of the staff to cooperate with them. 
And to go to Chicago, first, to look over this old building and see 
whether or not it should be sold and see whether or not it should be 
prepared to meet its requirements; and make a thorough investiga- 
tion of it and report back to the committee. And we will take charge 
of it at that time, after we do that. 

Mr. Yates. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. Now, I think that is the proper way to do it. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. Do I understand that affirmative 
action will be taken by this special subcommittee on this before we 
report this bill? 

The Cuatrman. My idea is this: To delete this section from the 
bill for the time being; and if the subcommittee, Mr. Doyle and 
Mr. Van Zandt, comes back with a recommendation that it go through, 
then I am satisfied the committee will follow their recommendation, 

On the other hand, if the committee concludes that economy 
does not warrant this item in the bill, why, the committee will support 
that conclusion. 

Mr. Bares. What I am trying to find out is what do you mean 
by the “time being’’? 

The CHarrMan. Well, I mean we will wind it up during this 
session of Congress, before the bill is finished. You see, we will have 
to go to the floor sometime in March. And then the hearings ini the 
Senate. And it may be that the committee will have its report before 
the Senate finishes the bill. If so, we will ask it be put in the bill in 
the Senate; or we will ask that it be left out of the bill in the Senate. 
We will dispose of the issue during this session of the Congress, one 
way or the other. 

Mr. Arenps. Likewise, Mr. Chairman, that will give the subcom- 
mittee an opportunity to know what the GAO is thinking about— 
the report from the GAO which the gentleman, Mr. Yates, has 
presented. 

The CuarrmMan. I am not satisfied with all the facts, myself. I 
looked into it, and I had Mr. Kelleher look into it. I haven’t all the 
information. Here is the Treasury Department involved in it, there 
is the Post Office Department involved in it, and the military depart- 
ments. Because the plan is to sell this piece of property for 
$4,870,000. 

Now, we want to look into all that. Because we ultimately have 
to pass upon the sale of the property, anyhow. 

So, without objection, that is the disposal of this proposition. 
Mr. Bares. There is an objection over here, Mr. Chairman. 
The CuatrMan. All right. 

All in favor of that procedure, hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Ke.uener. Fourteen, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. All opposed, hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Ketiener. One, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Bill, you are in the minority. 

Mr. Bates. That is all right. That is not unusual. 

Mr. Harpy. You are getting in my class. 

The Cuatrman. The committee wants to thank the Illinois dele- 
vation. 

, You will no doubt be called before Mr. Doyle and Mr. Van Zandt. 

And a complete record of this whole matter will be made. Then 
they will report back to the full committee. 

Mr. Yates. May the record 

Mr. Bates. Action will be taken before this bill is disposed of? 

The CHatrMan. Yes, action will be, one way or the other, put in 
this bill dealing with this time between now and the time the bill is 
finished. 

Mr. Yares. Mr. Chairman, may the record show that Senator 
Douglas presents no objection to it. And also Mrs. Church. Mr. 
O’Brien, and Congressman Murphy. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Yates. May they have leave to insert statements at this point 
in the record, too, Mr. Chairman? 

The Crarrman. Yes, anyone that has a statement, put it in the 
record. 

(The statements and letters follow:) 

CoNGREss OF THE UNITED StarTss, 


Joint Economic CoMMITTEE, 
February 22, 1960. 





Hon. Cari VINSON, 

Chairman, Armed Services Committee, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D.C. 


Dear Mr. CuarrMaNn: I would like to go on record before your committee 
opposing the inclusion of the line item in H.R. 10220 for ‘Quartermaster Research 
and Engineering Center, Massachusetts; research, development and test facilities, 
and troop housing $3,628,000” (page 3, lines 3-5). 

As you know, this item seeks in effect to authorize the transfer of the Quarter- 
master Food and Container Institute from its long-standing location in Chicago 
to the QMC Research and Engineering Center in Natick, Mass. 

My opposition to such a transfer is based on my belief that the location of the 
Institute in Chicago, the center of the food industry, is much more cenducive 
to its economical and efficient operation, in view also of the location of the 
Subsistence Supply Agency and other research laboratories of the food industry 
and various universities in Chicago and the Middle West. The Army has not in 
any material submitted to me sustained the burden of proving the need for or 
desirability of this move. 

The data prepared by the Chicago Association of Commerce, which will be laid 
before your committee, make a convincing case against such a transfer, and I 
hope this information may have your careful study and analysis. 

n the only cost analysis figures presented to me by the Army, I find highly 
dubious (a) the assumed large reduction in QMC personnel to do the same work; 
(b) the excessively high allocation of present operating and maintenance costs of 
the Chicago buildings to the QMC and the 5th Army; (c) whether the present 
management of the Chicago buildings is making maximum, efficient use of that 
space; (d) the sharp reduction in space to be used after relocation by the QMC 
(to less than one-fourth the space it now occupies) and by the 5th Army (to less 
than one-half its present space); (e) the validity of cost comparisons based on 
these space estimates; (f) whether the consideration of the costs involved in re- 
locating other tenants of the present Chicago buildings has been adequate; (g) 
the absence of any apparent consideration of the value of the Food and Container 
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Institute’s convenient contacts in Chicago and the Midwest with university and 
food industry research facilities and personnel, with the Military Subsistence 
Supply Agency and Army Subsistence Center; with the food and container indus- 
tries themselves and with the best market for the recruitment of new personnel; 
(h) whether adequate consideration was given to other alternative locations in 
Chicago; and (2) the overruling of the firm assurances given by the Department of 
Defense and others, prior to the appropriations for Natick in 1952, that the food 
and container research work would be left in Chicago. 

I had hoped that the Department of Defense, in response to my questions and 
requests in October and November 1959, would give an opportunity for those in 
Chicago most familiar with this work to review with them the reasons against 
the transfer proposal before sending it up to Congress. I deeply regret that 
this opportunity was not afforded prior to the crystallization of the Defense De- 
partment’s decisions and their incorporation in the budget and in the military 
construction program proposed to be authorized in H.R. 10220. 

Since the Department has not subjected the Army’s decision on the Food and 
Container Institute to a more searching analysis and public examination and has 
not listened to a reasoned presentation of the factors which indicate that the 
transfer would result in a more costly and less efficient operation, the necessity 
of doing so regrettably has devolved upon your committee. I understand 
several members have asked the General Accounting Office to make such an anal- 
ysis, and they will surely want your committee too to have the benefit of it. 

Your committee’s thoughtful consideration of the grounds for opposing a trans- 
fer of the Food and Container Institute away from Chicago will be greatly 
By a 

Jith kindest regards. 

Faithfully yours, 

Pau. H. Dove.as. 


U.S. SENATE, 
February 23, 1960. 
The Honorable Cart Vinson, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Mr. CuHarrMan: I note from the Congressional Record that the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services is holding executive sessions this week on the military 
construction authorization bill (H.R. 10220) which was transmitted to the Con- 
gress early this month by the Department of Defense. 

I am informed that your committee in this connection has been requested to 
consider a proposal of the Department of the Army to transfer the Quartermaster 
Food and Eontainer Institute from Chicago, the heart of the food industry, to the 
Quartermaster Research and Engineering Center at Natick, Mass. 

The Quartermaster Food and Container Institute, which is managed by the 
Quartermaster Research Center in Massachusetts, is the prime tenant and major 
activity located in the Chicago Administration Center, which also houses a number 
of other military as well as nonmilitary activities. 

Investigation indicates that the Institute was originally located in Chicago 
based on the numerous advantages that area has to offer for such an operation. 
Although the Department of the Army concedes that such advantages still exist, 
it alleges that they are outweighed by increased maintenance costs. It has been 
indicated, however, that the figures produced in support of the Army’s position do 
not sustain their contention. 

I am informed that the House Committee on Appropriations has been looking 
into the situation and that the investigation conducted thus far raises the question 
of considerable doubt as to the economic justification of the proposed move. 
Furthermore, the Comptroller General of the United States has been requested to 
check the matter carefully. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, in the interest of economy and sound legislation, it 
is my hope that your committee will defer action on the transfer of the Institute 
from Chicago until the report of the Comptroller General is forthcoming. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Everett McKiIniey Dirksen, 
U.S. Senator from Illinois, Senate Minority Leader. 
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STATEMENT OF MARGUERITE Stirr CuurcH, 137TH District, ILLINoIs, BEFoRE 
THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 


Mr. Chairman, I thank you for the privilege of appearing this morning before 
the great Committee on Armed Services, in opposition to an item in H.R. 10220 
which would provide for the relocation of the Quartermaster Food and Container 
Institute from Chicago to Natick, Mass. 

It is my understanding that representatives of the Chicago Association of Com- 
merce and Industry will appear before you this morning in presentation of a 
strong and documented argument against such relocation of this important Insti- 
tute. I shall, therefore, confine my own plea to a brief statement of my own con- 
viction that—in the interests of efficiency and eeonomy—the Quartermaster Food 
and Container Institute for the Armed Forces should remain in Chicago where 
its forerunner, the Quartermaster Subsistence School, was established in 1921. 

The decision to base this activity in Chicago at that time was because of the 
proximity of the area chosen to the military procurement agency and also prox- 
imity to nearby universities and food and packaging industries. 

During World War II and consolidation of activities, the Institute was set up 
in 1950 as an organization for research and development in foods and food pack- 
aging for the Department of the Army, reporting to the Quartermaster General. 

The Institute, which currently employs about 260 people, occupies a Gov- 
ernment-owned building on Pershing Road in Chicago. Since, as mentioned, 
representatives of the Chicago Association of Commerce and Industry are present 
this morning to present a full argument for retention of these services in Chicago, 
[ would like, Mr. Chairman, only to enumerate five advantages that Chicago 
offers for economical, efficient, and most successful operation of this Institute: 

(1) The center is near and obtains close liaison with great universities of our 
city—the University of Chicago, Northwestern University, Illinois Institute of 
Lee ere 3 (and the Armour Research Foundation), the University of Illinois 
Medical Center and, also, Mr. Chairman, with the Argonne National Laboratory. 
It has immediate access to the John Crerar Library, one of the greatest scientific 
libraries of the entire world. For this reason, the Institute, because it is in 
Chicago, has access to the unlimited libraries. 

(2) Likewise, because of its proximity to institutions of learning, it has been 
possible for the institution to employ and have access to technical personnel 
almost without parallel. In addition to the colleges already mentioned, the 
Institute has contact with the University of Minnesota, the University of Wis- 
consin, Iowa State University, Kansas State University, University of Illinois 
at Urbana, Michigan State University, and Purdue University. 

(3) Chicago is admittedly the center of the food production in America; and 
the Institute, while remaining in that city, has unparalleled contact with food 
industries, particularly those engaged in meat production and grain mill produc- 
tion. The laboratories of these industries are maintained in the Chicago area; 
and the saving to the Government in manpower hours each year from assistance 
by technologists furnished through industry advisory committees cannot be over- 
estimated and certainly should not be overlooked. Because of the great number 
of food and container industries in Chicago, which is the center, indeed, of the 
container industry, the greatest number of food and container trade associations 
are likewise available to the Institute. 

(4) As a great railroad center, as an important port on the St. Lawrence Sea- 
way, and as the center of aviation in the country, Chicago is the logical place for 
the continuance of the activities of the Quartermaster Food and Container 
Institute. 

(5) Finally, it would be unwise to break the close relationship now enjoyed 
by the Institute with the Military Subsistence Supply Agency located at 226 
West Jackson Boulevard in Chicago. It was my privilege, Mr. Chairman, to 
spend many hours at the Military Subsistence Supply Agency in the fall of 1958. 
I can personally attest to the advantage of centering all activities in Chicago so 
that the present efficiency of either the Institute or the Military Subsistence 
Supply Agency be not lessened. 

It has been argued, Mr. Chairman, that the cost of moving personnel and 
equipment from Chicago to Natick, Mass., would amount to approximately 
$1 million. This represents, indeed, only the initial cost of moving. The Insti- 
tute, at present, I repeat, is located in a Government building—and no similar 
Government building we are told exists at the present time at Natick. 

Since a new building would be required, the cost to the U.S. Government, 
whatever the alleged saving to the Quartermaster Corps (which is hard for us 
to recognize in any event) would cost between $4 and $5 million. Even if such 
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a building existed, a similar or perhaps even a greater amount would have to be 
spent for maintenance. As regards the argument that the Government could 
dispose of all three buildings on Pershing Road, I would respectfully point out 
that such sale would require the moving not only of the Institute but of all nine 
Government offices that now occupy space in these buildings. 

Certainly, Mr. Chairman, no such removal of facilities from the heart and 
center of the country to the eastern seaboard should be contemplated without 
thorough investigation. It is my understanding that a detailed study of the 
matter is to be undertaken by the General Accounting Office. 

I would respectfully urge that this committee withhold approval of the proposed 
transfer of the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute from Chicago to 
Natick, Mass. If there is, in fact, any tendency on the part of the committee to 
consider the proposal, I would with equal seriousness, urge that delay on such 
action be taken until the report of the General Accounting Office has been finally 
submitted. 

I would also suggest a study by the General Services Administration regarding 
the possibilities of disposal of the properties and the subsequent necessity for 
relocating the other Government offices at the Pershing Road location. 


SraTeMENT oF Epwarp J. DeERWINSKI, MEMBER OF CONGRESS, RE H.R. 10220, 
THE Muuitary Construction Bit, RELATIVE TO THE RELOCATION OF THE 
QUARTERMASTER Foop anp ContTaINER INstiTUTE From CuicaGo To Natick, 
Mass. 


Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, in my humble opinion, the provi- 
sion in H.R. 10220, the military construction bill, relating to the relocation of 
the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute from Chicago to Natick, Mass., 
would be a great administrative error. 

Along with my colleagues representing the greater Chicago area, I urge your 
intensive study of this issue, realizing that your good judgment will lead you 
to the same conclusion that I present to you this morning; namely, that it should 
be obvious that the proposed relocation is neither in the best interests of the 
Quartermaster nor the public. 

In the first place, Chicago offers close and economical contact with a wealth 
of both commercial and academic sources of data on every variety of food and 
container problem. No other part of the country, including the area to which 
it is proposed to move the center, can equal these benefits. 

Even a partial listing of these sources would include the Armour Research 
Foundation, the Institute of Meat Research of the University of Chicago, the 
Illinois Institute of Technology, the University of Illinois at Urbana. fithin 
easy reach of Chicago, are Michigan State University, East Lansing; the Univer- 
sity of Minnesota at St. Paul, and Bradley University at Peoria, as well as a num- 
ber of other institutions doing graduate work in food and container problems. 

Chicago is not only the center of our food industry, but is the headquarters of 
all major trade associations in this industry. These associations, it should be 
noted, have located in Chicago for precisely the same reason that the institute 
was originally located there many years ago; namely, proximity to the food and 
packaging industries. Many of these associations do their own research. Chicago 
was and is the home of approximately 1,500 research laboratories, most of them 
operated by private firms, a great part of which are in the food field. 

Chicago makes more containers of all types than any other area of the country 
because it is close to the sources of supply. The city is also a communications 
center, not only within the United States, but, since the opening of the St. Law- 
rence Seaway and the addition of direct flights to other countries, with European 
capitals. 

One more important point should be made. As this committee knows, recruit- 
ment of technical personnel in these times is always a problem, especially in an 
industry so diverse and complex as this one. But in Chicago, the difficulties are 
far less because of the proximity to the many institutions where these personne! 
are trained. The center of the food industry is quite naturally the center of 
training for the industry. 

Considering all of these circumstances, it is difficult to see what benefits the 
Government would obtain by moving the Institute to an area of the country not 
connected in any important way with the food industry. 
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CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D.C., February 25, 1960. 
Hon. Cart VINSON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


My Dear CouieacveE: I should Jike to register my opposition to an item in 
H.R. 10220, the military construction bill, which would provide for moving the 
Quartermaster Food and Container Institute from Chicago, Ill., to Natick, Mass. 

It would appear to me that in the interest of economy it would be far more 
economical and efficient to maintain the Institute in Chicago, the center of the 
food industry. 

The Institute’s Chicago location offers unlimited research facilities which are 
immediately available. It now maintains close liaison with the University of 
Chicago, Northwestern University, Illinois Institute of Technology (and the 
Armour Research Foundation), the University of Illinois Medical Center and ‘ 
Argonne National Laboratory, all of which are located nearby. 

Recruiting technical personnel, which you will admit is a difficult job in any 
location, is simplified in Chicago because institutions doing graduate work in 
food technology are more numerous in the Midwest than in any other part of the 
country. Another factor to be considered in maintaining the Institute in Chicago 
is that contacts with food industries, and those I understand with which the 
Quartermaster Corps spends its largest amounts of money each year, are easily 
maintained in Chicago which is undisputedly the nation’s center for food pro- 
duction. Along with this thought is the fact that Chicago is centrally located 
and easily reached by all forms of transportation and communications. 

I believe the best interest of the Government would be served by maintaining 
this installation in its present location. 

The Honorable Noah Mason has requested that his opposition to this item 
be added also and I should appreciate your including his name in this statement. 

With kindest personal regards. 

Sincerely, 
Harowtp R. Couiier. 


Testimony or Hon. Barratt O'Hara ON ITEM OF QUARTERMASTER RESEARCH 
AND ENGINEERING CENTER, MASSACHUSETTS 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I deeply appreciate your gracious 
consideration in permitting me to submit written testimony in lieu of a personal 
appearance, which was impossible because my presence was demanded at the 
meeting of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of which I am a member. The 
witnesses who were appearing to testify on the mutual security bill were the 
Secretary of Defense, the Honorable Thomas 8. Gates, Jr., and the Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Gen. Nathan Twining. The importance of the testimony 
of these gentlemen to a measure vital to the welfare of our Nation explains my 
absence when legislation so important to Chicago and to the Nation was under 
consideration by your distinguished committee. 

I oppose an appropriation of $3,628,000 for a Quartermaster Research and 
Engineering Center, Massachusetts: Research development and test facilities, 
and troop housing provided in H.R. 10220 (p. 3, lines 3-6). Such an appropria- 
tion, in my opinion, would be grossly wasteful of the taxpayers money and ruinous 
of the best interest of the services. In Chicago, where acquaintance with existing 
conditions naturally is keener and closer, the proposal simply is not understandable 
to our people and to the press. Permit me briefly to review these facts with the 
committee. 

I. There are distinct advantages to the Government in maintaining the 
Quartermaster Food and Container Institute for the Armed Forces in Chicago. 

A. Unlimited research facilities are not only immediately available in Chicago 
but cooperation between the Institute and these research facilities has been built 
up through the years. 

1. The Institute maintains close liaison with the University of Chicago, North- 
western University, the University of Illinois Medical Center, Argonne National 
Laboratory, and the John Crerar Library, one of the great scientific libraries of the 
world. 
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2. Illinois Institute of Technology (I.I1.T.) has offered to construct and finance 
a building (or buildings) sufficient to house the Institute on its campus on Chi- 
cago’s near South Side. Facilities would be erected according to specifications 
of the Quartermaster Corps and under its direction and leased to the Institute for a 
period ranging from 10 to 25 years to allow reasonable scheduling of amortization. 

(a) A site for the Institute is immediately available. 

(b) All essential “housekeeping services’ including maintenance and repairs, 
janitor and guard service, steam, electricity, and heat would be furnished by 
I.1.T. at cost. 

(c) Unique and costly equipment at I. I. T. could be used by the Institute. 
Included is a nuclear reactor designed specifically for industrial research, a 
nationally recognized computer center, and a gas fusion product source. 

(d) A program is well underway at I. I. T. which includes a new $3.5 million 
chemistry building and facilities for the John Crerar Library which will move from 
its present site to the I. I. T. campus. 

(e) Institutions doing graduate work in food and container technology are 
more numerous in the Middle West than in any other part of the country. 

B. Chicago furnishes contacts with food industries with which the Quarter- 
master Corps spends its largest amounts of money each year. 

1. Chicago produces more meat products than any other city in the Nation. 

2. Chicago ranks second in grain mill products. 

3. The food and packaging industries maintain their principal laboratories in 
Chicago, which is the country’s major producer of containers. 

(a) The Government saves manpower hours each year from assistance furnished 
through industry advisory committees in the form of assistance of industry food 
and packaging technologists. 

(b) More food and container trade associations are located in Chicago than in 
any other city in the United States. 

C. A Chicago site would enable the Institute to maintain, at nominal cost, its 
close relationship with the Military Subsistence Supply Agency (MSSA) and the 
Army Subsistence Center. 

1. Any improvement or development of rations culminates in new or revised 
specifications used by MSSA for procurement of subsistence supplies for the 
Armed Forces. 

(a) It is of utmost importance that the Institute be located in close proximity 
to MSSA. 

II. Unless its activities are greatly curtailed the Institute can be operated at 
less cost to the Government in Chicago than at Natick. 

A. Relocation would involve a direct outlay by the Government of $6 million. 

1. The Research and Engineering Command does not presently have sufficient 
space at Natick adequately to house the Institute. 

(a) Estimates for proper facilities vary from $4 to $5 million. 

(6) The movement of equipment and personnel (present strength about 246) 
would cost about a million dollars. 

B. The Quartermaster Corps asserts that the enumerated advantages of 
location in Chicago are outweighed by increased maintenance costs. 

1. This contention is answered by— 

(a) The facilities offered by I.1.T. 

(b) Today the Army points out the current annual maintenance costs are 
$2,030,000. Of this amount the Army pays $1,820,000 but occupies only 53 percent 
of the space. 

Reviewing.—Proximity to research facilities food packaging plus the advantages 
offered by I.1.T., I urge the committee in the interest of economy, efficiency, 
and the continued value of the Institute to eliminate the $3,628,000 item for the 
Quartermaster Research and Engineering Center, Massachusetts, from H.R. 
10220, the Military Construction Appropriation bill. 





STATEMENT PREPARED BY CONGRESSMAN RoMAN C. PUCINSKI AND PRESENTED 
TO THE House ARMED SERVICES CoMMITTEE ON FEBRUARY 23, 1960, IN OPpPo- 
SITION TO H.R. 10220 


Mr. Chairman, I am most grateful to the House Armed Services Committee 
for the opportunity to present my views in opposition to H.R. 10220, which carries 
a proposal to move the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute from Chicago 
to Massachusetts. 
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While the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute in Chicago is not located 
in my own congressional district, I wish to point out that all of my own consti- 
tuents would be directly or indirectly affected if this proposed transfer of the 
Institute from Chicago to Massachusetts is ever permitted. The loss of the 
Institute would be tremendous not only to Chicago, but to the entire Midwest. 
Furthermore, the transfer of this Institute, contrary to the contentions of those 
proposing the move, would be costly to the Government. 

The Quartermaster General contends that a saving could be made by the relo- 
cation. The facts will not bear this out. At the conclusion of my remarks, I 
shall ask that a memorandum be included, which was prepared by the Chicago 
Association of Commerce and Industry and which clearly demonstrates that 
there is no merit to the claim that moving this important agency from Chicago 
to Massachusetts will effect a saving to the Government over the long run. 

Even though there may be those who will argue that there can be a dollar value 
saving effected in the proposed transfer, I should like to impress upon this com- 
mittee that Chicago today enjoys the most outstanding research facilities for 
producing and packaging food in the entire Nation. Not only do we have vast 
research facilities maintained by private industry, but we also have the facilities 
of several outstanding universities which are doing impressive work on determin- 
ing better and more efficient ways of processing and packaging food. 

The Government of the United States can save millions, and perhaps billions, 
of dollars over the years by taking advantage of great improvements in this field. 
This committee need only consider the tremendous cost involved to the Govern- 
ment in trying to keep in contact with the great institutions of the Midwest in 
this field if the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute is moved to the east 
coast to realize how unfortunate such action would be. 

It is significant to me that in 1952, when the Army was making certain adjust- 
ments to its Quartermaster research and development operating activities, it 
rejected the suggestion to transfer the Food and Container Institute from Chicago 
to the Natick facilities. Maj. Gen. A. T. McNamara, USA, the Quartermaster 
General, advised me on December 14, 1959, that when the Natick facilities were 
being discussed in 1952, it was decided at that time that the Chicago installation 
would not be included in the organizational plan for Natick. The general pointe1 
out that changed conditions have considerably nullified the validity of that 
decision made 7 years ago. In an effort to justify this move, the Quartermaster 
General attempts to point out that one-third of the total cost involving 1,000 
persons currently employed in the Chicago installation will be saved by con- 
solidation and reduced overhead and maintenance requirements. I have seen 
no supporting evidence to sustain this allegation. 

The Bureau of the Budget contends that a saving ot $1,150,000 per vear would 
be made in the move and would amortize the total cost of the move in a period 
of about 3 years. I have been told that the cost of moving the Institute from 
Chicago to Natick was estimated in 1952 at $11 million; and because of the 
general inflation, it is safe to assume that cost now will amount to approximately 
$16 million today. If the current estimated saving is correct, it would take more 
than 15 years to amortize this cost. Here, again, I gave seen no evidence to 
support the position of the Budget Bureau. 

I believe it is fair to ask that if both the Budget Bureau and the Quartermaster 
General feel they can effect savings by improving management techniques in 
Natick, why cannot that same degree of efficiency be introduced in the Institute’s 
present location? We are told that certain economies for the U.S. Army are 
being effected in Chicago by moving several 5th Army Headquarters activities 
from the Chicago Center to Fort Sheridan and other facilities in the Chicago area. 
It is logical, then, to ask why the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute 
for the Armed Forces cannot be moved to other facilities in the Chicago area and 
thus save the Government from $14 million to $16 million by avoiding the move 
to Natick. 

I should like to impress upon the members of this committee the fact that 
regardless of which way we want to look at this problem, it is not going to effect a 
saving. 

Recently we had the tragic experience of seeing the Air Force abandon its plans 
to build an air field some 55 miles from Chicago in Wisconsin; and after investing 
millions of dollars in the project, the Air Force decided it was a mistake to build 
this particular installation in Wisconsin. I hope this committee will not permit 
the end come try General to engage in a similar folly. 

It is my firm belief that a great deal more study is needed on this entire subject 
before a final decision is made and, therefore, I urge the committee to disapprove 
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this provision of H.R. 10220, dealing with the transfer of the Institute from 
Chicago to Natick. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time I should like to enclose the analysis of this entire 
problem prepared by the Chicago Association of Commerce and Industry. I am 
also enclosing the letter which I received from General McNamara on December 
14, 1959, and 2 letters prepared by the Commercial Development Division of the 
Chicago Association of Commerce and Industry in rebuttal to General 
McNamara’s contentions. 

I wish to express my deep gratitude to this committee for giving consideration 
to my own views. 





HEADQUARTERS, DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
OFFICE OF THE QUARTERMASTER GENERAL, 
Washington, D.C., December 14, 1959. 
Hon. Roman C. Pvucrnsk1, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. Pucinski: This will acknowledge your letter of December 3, 1959, 
on the relocation of the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute for the 
Armed Forces from Chicago, Ill. to Natick, Mass. 

The Quartermaster Food and Container Institute, which is managed by the 
Quartermaster Research and Engineering Center at Natick, Mass., is the prime 
tenant and major activity located in the Chicago Administration Center. The 
center, which was called the Chicago Quartermaster Depot until the inactivation 
of the depot in 1955, has now become inefficient and excessively costly to operate. 
The high cost of maintenance makes the move of all tenants from the center 
highly desirable, and the 5th U.S. Army is presently taking steps to transfer 
certain functions which are a part of their headquarters to Fort Sheridan and 
other facilities in the Chicago area in the interest of economy. 

In 1952, when the Army was making certain adjustments to its Quartermaster 
Research and Development operating activities, consideration was given as to 
whether the Natick facilities should include the Food and Container Institute 
from Chicago. It was decided at that time that the Institute would not be 
included in the organization plan for Natick. However, changed conditions 
have considerably nullified the validity of that decision made some 7 years ago. 
Now that the Institute is no longer a tenant of a larger organization such as the 
Chicago Quartermaster Depot, it can be supported more economically by con- 
solidation with other Quartermaster Research and Engineering functions. Ap- 
proximately one-third of the total cost involving 1,000 persons currently em- 
ployed will be saved by consolidation and reduced overhead and maintenance 
requirements. 

It is essential, especially in view of increasingly high costs, to organize and 
utilize Quartermaster activities to effect maximum efficiency in the application 
of available resources. Consequently, in order to effect operating economy and 
efficiency, the large and expensive Administration Center in Chicago is planned 
for inactivation and activities remaining there will be consolidated with related 
establishments as soor as practicable. From an operational standpoint this 
will probably take 2 or 3 vears. 

Although the various factors involved in the move have been very carefully 
considered, I would be pleased to meet with Members of Congress from the 
Chicago area. 

Your interest in this matter is appreciated. 

Sincerely, 
A. T. McNamara, 
Major General, USA, The Quartermaster General. 





CuicaGo ASSOCIATION OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY, 
CoMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT DrvisIon, 
Chicago, Ill., December 29, 1959. 


Hon. Roman C. Pucrnsk1, 
House Office Building, Washington, D.C. 


Dear ConGREssMAN: This is with further reference to your letter to me dated 
December 23, and to its enclosure—a letter to you from A. T, McNamara, 
USA Quartermaster General. 

The general’s letter flatly states that moving the Food and Container Institute 
from Chicago to Natick, Mass., will reduce operating costs, but fails to say how. 
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Needed, therefore, are the answers to the following questions which you may 
ask the general when our Illinois delegation calls on him: 

1. He should be asked for more details—to show exactly how the move will save 
the taxpayers money. 

The statement in the press to the effect that it will save $700,000 annually, 
does not appear to be sufficient evidence for so important a move, considering 
that the cost of moving the Institute from Chicago to Natick was estimated at 
$11 million in 1952, and will probably be from $14 million to $16 million today. 

If the estimated saving is correct, it would take from 20 years to 22 years just 
to compensate for the cost of moving without figuring the interest on the money 
invested in the move and other expenses involved. 

2. Does the Institute still need a staff of 1,000 persons, including 750 military 
personnel and 250 civilians? 

If the Institute’s staff can be reduced by one-third if headquartered in Natick, 
why can’t it be reduced in like proportion here? 

Instead of moving to Natick, has the Quartermaster General considered re- 
duction in size of the Institute’s establishment in Chicago? 

3. General MeNamara’s letter states that certain economies for the U.S. Army 
are being effected in Chicago by moving several 5th Army Headquarters activities 
from the Chicago Center to Fort Sheridan and “other facilities in the Chicago 
area. 

Cannot the Institute be moved to “other facilities in the Chicago area’’ thus 
saving the $14 million to $16 million cost of moving to Natick? 

$+. Does the Quartermaster’s department now propose to build and operate a 
laboratory in Natick to carry out research that can be done as well and probably 
better in private laboratories here in Chicago and at little or no cost to the tax- 
paver? 

5. Finally, has the Department given any consideration to abolition of the 
Institute, leaving it to private industry to do the necessary food and container 
research for the Armed Forces? 

There are 1,500 privately owned and operated research laboratories in the 
Chicago area. Included among these are the laboratories of many of the Nation’s 
foremost producers of food and of containers. 

This fact is offered in support of the idea that research by private industry in 
the food and container field might very effectively fill the Institute’s present role 
and again, at no cost to the taxpayer. 

In addition to asking the Quartermaster General the above questions, I wonder 
if your group should contact our Budget Director, Maurice Stans. The cost of 
the move could be even more undesirable today than in 1952 trom a budgetary 
standpoint. You will know best. 

Cordially yours, 
Paut W. Kunnina. 





CuicaGco AssociATION OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY, 
CoMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT Division, 
Chicago, Ill., December 28, 1959. 
Hon. Roman C. PucINsKI, 
House Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

DeAaR CONGRESSMAN PucINsk!: Many thanks for your letter of December 23 
and for General MceNamara’s letter which was enclosed. 

If a real saving can be accomplished as the General repeatedly states, we 
would favor the move. I hope that when your group calls on him you will have 
an opportunity to look at the figures and see whether consideration has been 
given to the cost of moving key personnel to the new location; of training addi- 
tional personnel, and of developing research facilities comparable to those avail- 
able in Chicago for the asking. Research available in Chicago, together with 
other advantages which our city has to offer, are described in detail in the attached 
letter which I wrote Messrs. Kluczynski, Derwinski, and Douglas. 

Here is some additional information which may be helpful to you. 

I could find but two container manufacturers in the Boston area. One was 
at Natick, the other at Cambridge. 

On the other hand Chicago is the Nation’s No. 1 container manufacturing 
center, whether the containers be of wood, tin, plastic, or paper. Among these 
are the Container Corp. of America, which has its home office here as well as 
five plants; the American Can Co. with seven plants plus its research department 
and technical service department; the Continental Can Co. with nine plants; 
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its metal research and development division; its central research division and six 
plants making paper and plastic containers. 

In food research I could find nothing remotely comparable to that collectively 
conducted by Armour, Wilson, Swift, Kraft, Quaker Oats, Consolidated Foods, 
Corn Products Refining, Libby MeNeill & Libby, Beatrice Foods, Oscar Mayer & 
Co., and National Dairy Products. 

Cordially yours, 
Pau W. KUNNING. 





CuicaGo AssociATION OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY, 
GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS DIVISION, 
Chicago, November 23, 1959. 
Subject: Relocation of the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute for 
the Armed Forces. 
I. THE PROBLEM 


A. Relocation of the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute for the 
Armed Forces from Chicago, (1819 West Pershing Road) to Natick, Mass., is now 
being considered. We believe there are distinctive advantages to the Govern- 
ment in maintaining the Chicago location. 

B. Producing new and better foods and containers present practical problems 
as well as a need for basic research. The Institute must maintain frequent con- 
tact with commercial researchers in the food and container fields and adminis- 
trators of companies producing food and containers. Close cooperation with 
scientists and research workers in specialized fields and proximity to laboratories 
with competent staff are also important. Adequate libraries are essential. 


II. THE INSTITUTE IN CHICAGO 


The Quartermaster Subsistence School, forerunner of the Institute, was estab- 
lished in Chicago in 1921. Two factors dictated this location: (1) Proximity to 
the military procurement agency, and (2) proximity to research facilities at 
nearby universities and food and packaging industries. 

After a consolidation during World War II the Institute emerged in 1950 as an 
organization for research and development in foods and food packaging for the 
Department of the Army, reporting to the Quartermaster General. Three years 
later, when the Quartermaster’s Research and Engineering Command was acti- 
vated at Natick, Mass., the Institute was placed under its command. 

The Institute partially occupies one of three six-story buildings owned by the 
Government on Pershing Road. This year (1959) the budget allotment to the 
Institute to cover cost of space it now occupies (including heat, electricity, 
janitorial service and other ‘‘housekeeping”’ facilities furnished by the Chicago 
Administration Center) was about $260,000. Another half million dollars is 
allotted for maintenance of equipment, purchase of new equipment, perishable 
supplies, administrative travel, ete. The Institute presently employs about 260. 


Ill. THE ROLE OF THE INSTITUTE 


It is the job of the Institute to: 

A. Provide and/or coordinate the research, development, and engineering for 
Armed Forces rations and subsistence items and for containers. 

B. Develop specifications and related standardization documents for the 
manufacture of supplies and containers. 

C. Provide the technical and engineering services required to maintain rations 
and containers in the supply svstem. 


IV. WHY CHICAGO? 


These are the five primary reasons for maintaining the Institute’s Chicago site: 
A. Unlimited research facilities, including technical libraries, of major universi- 
ties are immediately available-—The Institute now maintains close liaison with 
the University of Chicago, Northwestern University, Illinois Institute of Tech- 
nology (and the Armour Research Foundation), the University of Illinois Medical 
Center and Argonne National Laboratory, all located nearby. The John Crerar 
Library, in Chicago’s Loop, is one of the great scientific libraries of the world. 
B. Recruiting technical personnel, a difficult job in any location, is simplified in 
Chicago because institutions doing graduate work in food technology are more nu- 
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merous in the Midwest than in any other part of the country.— Convenient to Chicago 
are the University of Illinois at Urbana, Michigan State University, the University 
of Wisconsin, the University of Minnesota, Iowa State University, Kansas State 
University, and Purdue University. 

C. Contacts with food industries, those with which the Quartermaster Corps spends 
its largest amounts of money each year, are easily maintained in Chicago, undis- 
putedly the center of food production.—Chicago produces more meat products than 
any other city in the Nation and ranks second in grain mill products. It also is 
the country’s major producer of containers of all kinds. 

The food and packaging industries maintain their principal laboratories in the 
Chicago area. The Government saves a great deal of manpower hours each year 
from assistance of industry food and packaging technologists furnished through 
industry advisory committees. ' 

More food and container trade associations, an important means of contact 
with the industries, are located in Chicago than in any other city in the United 
States. Many of these associations have their own research facilities. 

D. Chicago is centrally located and easily reached by all forms of transportation.— 
Communication, not only with the rest of the United States, but with the whole 
world, is convenient. With the opening of the St. Lawrence Seaway and estab- 
lishment of direct flights between Chicago and European capitals, Chicago is no 
longer merely an inland city. All of this encourages nationwide food and pack- 
aging industry meetings and helps attract qualified personnel for the Institute. 

E. A Chicago site would enable the Institute to maintain its close relationship with 
the Military Subsistence Supply Agency (MSSA) located here at 226 West Jackson 
Boulevard.—Any improvement or development of rations culminates in new or 
revised specification used by the MSSA for procurement. The Institute now 
has daily contact with the MSSA and the Army Subsistence Center, also located 
here. It would be costly and difficult to maintain this contact if the Institute is 
moved from Chicago. 


V. WHAT PROPONENTS OF THE MOVE CONTEND 


Proponents of the move contend that it would save the Quartermaster Corps 
approximately a million dollars annually. This alleged saving includes cost of 
heat, electricity, maintenance, janitorial and guard service, motor pool, and 
administration. Further, the argument is based on the assumption that the 
Government could dispose of all three buildings on Pershing Road. 

As a matter of fact, maintenance and “housekeeping’”’ services must be pro- 
vided wherever the Institute is located. And if the Government disposed of the 
Pershing Road plant, nine Government offices (now occupying space in these 
buildings along with the Institute) would have to be relocated. here may be 
a saving to the Quartermaster but a possible increased cost to the Government. 

Space at the Research and Engineering Command at Natick is insufficient to 
house the Institute permanently. A new building would eventually be required. 
Estimates for such a building vary from $4 to 5 million. 

Cost of moving personnel and equipment from Chicago to Natick has been 
estimated at $1 million. 


The CuarrmMan. Now, Mr. Doyle, get in touch with all these wit- 
nesses. I will give you the list of witnesses who want to testify. 
And you have everybody there. You call General Seeman, and get 
all the Army’s point. And go to work on this right away. 

Thank you. 

Mr. peal Mr. Chairman, I might say-—— 

The CuarrMan. Thank you, ’Mr. O’Brien. 

Mr. ARENDs. I may say that there are gentlemen here from Chicago, 
that would want to talk to Mr. Doyle. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, Mr. Mason, Dr. Murphy of Swift & Co., and 
Dr. Spaeth of Illinois Institute of Technology. 

You all contact Mr. Doyle, and he will set up a hearing. 

Mr. Yates. May their statements go into the record at this point, 
too, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMaNn. Yes, sir. 

Are you gentlemen here this morning? 
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Mr. Yates. They are here, Mr. Chairman, and they do have 
statements. 

The CuartrMan. All right, put them all in the record. 

(The statements follow: ) 


STATEMENT OF Dr. JOHN Murpnuy, Swirt & Co., ON THE QUARTERMASTER Re- 
SEARCH AND ENGINEERING CENTER ITEM CONTAINED IN H.R. 10220, Miurrary 
CoNnsTRUCTION BILL 


The Quartermaster Subsistence Research Laboratory was established in 1936 
to develop foods and packaging for specific use by the Army. During World 
War II this work was extended to all the armed services and the name was changed 
to Quartermaster Food and Container Institute for the Armed Forces. 

The Food and Container Institute was located in Chicago because it is the food 
center = United States and is most accessible of all American cities by all modes 
of travel. 

Over the past 24 years a very close cooperation has been developed between 

rivate industry and the Food and Container Institute. At present there are 
eves 15 and 20 Quartermaster Advisory Committees which assist the Institute 
in solving military food and packaging problems. If it is removed from the 
center of these activities to Natick, Mass., a great part of this assistance will be 
lost to the Armed Forces. This loss alone may offset any savings now claimed 
as a result of the proposed move. 

The cost and space data supplied by the Army to Senator Paul H. Douglas 
claims an annual savings resulting from the move of $1,297,000. But how much 
of this amount is actual savings to the taxpayer? Will Army appropriations be 
reduced by this amount in the future? 

Other figures in the data report are most amazing. For instance, the total 
area now occupied by the Department of Army at the Chicago Administration 
Center is 1,071,685 square feet. These activities apparently are to be condensed 
into an area of 266,460 square feet—a reduction of 805,225 square feet of space. 
In other words, only 25 percent of the space now used will be needed in the new 
facilities. 

Data supplied to Representative Sidney R. Yates show the total cost of all 
maintenance and furnishing of utilities at the Chicago Administration Center at 
34 cents per square foot for fiscal year 1959. 

At this low figure it could logically be expected that efficient use by the Govern- 
ment of all space available at the Center would give the Army and the taxpayer 
a greater savings than new construction at Natick and the leasing of more expen- 
sive space in Chicago’s Loop to accommodate agencies moved from the Center. 

Figures on savings effected by moving the Food and Container Institute have 
not been made available. Naturally, the amount would be much less than the 
savings claimed for closing the entire Chicago Administrative Center. It should, 
however, be remembered that a large portion of the activities of the Food and 
Container Institute are directly connected with the activities of the Military 
Subsistence Supply Agency and the United States Army Subsistence Center lo- 
cated in Chicago. There are many daily phone calls and weekly conferences 
between these agencies. Toll calls and travel between Natick and Chicago can be 
expected to offset or outweigh a good portion of the savings anticipated. 

If it should be determined that the plant on Pershing Road should be vacated, 
it is strongly reeommended that the Food and Container Institute be relocated 
in the Chicago area unless the Military Subsistence Supply Agency, the U.S. 
Army Subsistence Center and food and industrial and scientific talents and facili- 
ties now concentrated in the Chicago area are geographically moved with the 
Food and Container Institute. 





STaTEMENT OF RayMonpD J. SpaetuH, ViIcE PRESIDENT OF ILLINOIS INSTITUTE oF 
TECHNOLOGY IN CHICAGO 


Mr. SpaetH. Mr. Chairman and members of committee, my name is Raymond 
J. Spaeth. I am vice president of Illinois Institute of Technology in Chicago. 
I have been a resident of Chicago for 20 years. I would like to speak on the pro- 
posed relocation of the Food and Container Institute from Chicago to Natick, 
Mass. 

The motivation for this move is most commendable—it is being undertaken in 
the spirit of economy. The economies to be effected, however, will result from 
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the closing of the 1819 West Pershing Road Depot, of some 1,868,280 square feet, 
of which the Food and Container Institute requires only approximately 148,000» 
square feet, or only 8 percent, and not from the specific relocation of this activity 
in Massachusetts. 

The proposed move of the Institute from Chicago will probably result in large 
new capital outlays and larger annual operating costs than if the facility were 
retained in Chicago. 

It may be said that economies from centralized administration are possible at 
Natick. Research experience has proved, however, that decentralized research 
is not only effective, but even desirable, if it is necessary for the proper environ- 
ment, 

Chicago is the geographical center of the Nation’s food industry. It is more 
accessible and readily available to all parts of the country, all of which is engaged 
in some aspect of the food industry. Chicago is the location for the Military 
Subsistence Supply Agency and the Army Subsistence Center, both of which of 
necessity must work in close collaboration with the Food and Container Institute. 

Effective research requires effective communication—the costs of added travel 
to the distant location on the east coast by representatives of the food industry, 
by representatives of the Government agencies using these facilities, and by those 
Government and public individual research workers, all of whom must be in 
constant touch with this facility for effective results, will substantially exceed 
expenditures necessary for these contacts in Chicago. These added costs alone 
will more than offset any possible operating economies of the proposed location. 

The cost of a new facility for this operation, including land, buildings and’ 
equipment, would be no more, if not substantially less, in Chicago than in Natick. 
The cost of transporting present staff, recruiting new staff, disrupting and reactiva- 
tion of the present program, could be avoided. Annual operating costs at Chicago 
would be less than at Natick. 

Illinois Institute of Technology, one of the Nation’s outstanding technological 
and scientific institutions, has sufficient land available immediately adjacent to its 
110-acre campus for this activity. The institute’s campus is part of Chicago’s 
great urban renewal program, and is located just 3 miles south of Chicago’s Loop. 
It is readily accessible to all forms of the city’s transportation system. The 
campus has direct entrances to the city’s new South Expressway, a part of the 
Federal highway system. 

A scientific and engineering staff of 2,200 and 7,500 students, provide a constant 
pool and source of scientific manpower. The research facilities of the Association 
of American Railroads, the Institute of Gas Technology, and Armour Research 
Foundation are located on the campus. Of an eventual building program of some 
60 new buildings, estimated to cost in excess of $60 million, some 36 new buildings, 
costing in excess of $30 million, have already been built or are under construction. 
Included in these is the new John Crerar Library, the largest technological library 
in the United States. 

Already available on the campus are the necessary utilities such as steam for 
heating and processing, virtually every form of research services from glassblowing 
to all forms of metal process shops, and specialized laboratories, including large 
computers and a nuclear reactor. All of this manpower and facilities are available 
at their net cost to this possible new Government laboratory. 

If the Government does not care to appropriate the same or a substantially less. 
amount for the construction of this facility in Chicago, the institute can, and is. 
willing to, finance the construction of this necessary building, the physical facilities 
built to the Government’s specifications, and make it available to the Government 
on terms which will just cover the costs involved. 

The institute has already provided the Army with a detailed proposal for a 
facility at the Illinois Institute of Technology campus. 

We urge your committee to reconsider this move—and believe the retention of 
this operation in Chicago will, over the years, result in a more economical oper- 
ation, a more effective research program for the food and container program of 
the Armed Forces and be more in the best interests of the food industry and the 
Nation. 


STATEMENT OF THE CHICAGO ASSOCIATION OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ON THE 
UARTERMASTER RESEARCH AND ENGINEERING CENTER ITEM CONTAINED IN 
-R. 10220, Mitirary Construction BILL 


Chicago businessmen seriously question the proposed move of the Quarter- 
master Food and Container Institute for the Armed Forces from its present 
Chicago location to Natick, Mass. 
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While, as taxpayers, we genuinely favor any action that will improve the 
functioning of the Institute at less cost, we know the proposed move does not 
offer this advantage. Admittedly, some savings may accrue to the Quarter- 
master Corps through inactivation of the Chicago Administration Center where 
the Institute is now located. But the cost to the Government will not be reduced 
by the move. 

In fact, unless its present activities are greatly curtailed, the Institute can be 
operated at less cost to the taxpayers in Chicago than at Natick. 

This memorandum, which I now offer for the record, suggests in detail why 
this is so, 

There are five additional reasons for maintaining the Institute’s Chicago 
location—and for denying the Defense Department’s request for $3.6 million for 
new construction at Natick. 

1. Unlimited research facilities, which make possible the successful performance 
of the Institute’s mission are immediately available. The Institute now main- 
tains close liaison with the University of Chicago, Northwestern University, 
Illinois Institute of Technology (and its Armour Research Foundation), the 
University of Illinois Medical Center, and Argonne National Laboratory. 

Two other major research facilities, though not in Chicago, are also convenient— 
the Forest Products Laboratory in Madison, Wis., and the Institute of Paper 
Chemistry in Appleton, Wis. 

2. Recrutiing technical personnel, a difficult job in any location, is simplified 
in Chicago because institutions doing graduate work in food technology are more 
numerous in the Midwest than in any other part of the country. Convenient 
to Chicago are the University of Illinois at Urbana, Michigan State University, 
the University of Wisconsin, the University of Minnesota, Iowa State University, 
Kansas State University, and Purdue University. 

3. Chicago is centrally located and easily reached by all forms of transportation. 
Thus, it is convenient for research people in the food and container industries to 
visit the Institute, attend conferences, and exchange information on new foods 
and packaging techniques. 

4. A Chicago location enables the Institute to maintain its close relationship 
with the Military Subsistence Supply Agency, also located in Chicago. This 
agency, which is responsible for procuring subsistence supplies for the Armed 
Forces, must work closely with the Institute. Its specifications are developed 
or revised following development or improvement of rations. Close cooperation 
between the supply agency and the Institute is now achieved through weekly 
conferences and over 40,000 telephone calls a vear. 

The fifth and most important reason for keeping the Institute in Chicago is 
this: contacts with the food and packaging industries are easily maintained. 
Through research assistance from private industry, the Government saves count- 
less manpower hours each year. Sixty percent of the Institute’s cost contracts 
and over 55 percent of its no-cost agreements are with firms in Chicago or the 
Midwest. 

The memorandum you have received shows in detail (on p. 28 and following) 
the support Chicago industry can provide for the Institute’s many research 
projects. 

The Army has not denied that Chicago offers these numerous advantages to 
the Institute. It bases its case on ‘“‘economy.’’ Yet the Army has never offered 
information on the amount that might be saved by moving the Institute. Claimed 
economies are based on inactivation of the whole Chicago Administration Center 
and a proposed reduction in space from about a million square feet to 266,000 
square feet. Army spokesmen should answer two questions pertinent to a 
thorough consideration of this problem: 

(a) What is the basis for alleged savings resulting from the move alone? 

(b) Why the great reduction in space requirements—is this estimate advanced 
as a basis for obtaining current approval of the move, leaving an expansion to 
normal operating levels to the future? 

In summary, my association, representing Chicago business and industry, 
strongly advocates disapproval of the Quartermaster Research and Engineering 
Center construction item on page 3 of H.R. 10220. Removal of the Institute has 
not been justified on the basis of economy and we doubt that it can ever be. 

Moreover, the strong support the Institute receives from private industry 
which makes possible efficient achievement of its mission is available only at a 
Chicago location. 
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RELOCATION OF THE QUARTERMASTER FOOD AND CONTAINER 
INSTITUTE FOR THE ARMED FORCES 


Prepared by the Chicago Association of Commerce and Industry, Chicago, II. 
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I. THe PrRoBLEM 


A. Relocation of the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute for the 
Armed Forces from 1819 West Pershing Road, Chicago, to the Quartermaster 
Research and Engineering Center, Natick, Mass., is now being considered. We 
believe there are distinct advantages to the Government in maintaining the 
Chicago location. 

B. Producing and packaging new and improved foods presents practical prob- 
lems as well as a need for basic research. To perform its mission efficiently the 
Institute must maintains frequent contact with commercial researchers in the 
food and container fields and administrators of companies producing food and 
containers. Close cooperation with scientists and research workers in specialized 
fields and proximity to well-staffed laboratories are also important. Adequate 
libraries are essential. 

II. Tue Institute 1n Cuicaco 


The Quartermaster Subsistence School, forerunner of the Institute, was estab- 
lished in Chicago in 1921. Two factors dictated this location: (1) Proximity to 
the military procurement agency, and (2) proximity to research facilities at nearby 
universities and food and packaging industries. 

After a consolidation during World War II, the Institute emerged in 1950 
as an organization for research and development in foods and food packaging 
for the Department of the Army, reporting to the Quartermaster General. Three 
years later, when the Quartermaster’s Research and Engineering Command was 
activated at Natick, Mass., the Institute was placed under its command. 

The Institute partially occupies one of three six-story buildings owned by 
the Government and called the Chicago Administrative Center. Last year 
(1959) the budget allotment to the Institute to cover cost of space it now occupies 
(including heat, electricity, janitorial service, and other housekeeping facilities 
furnished by the center) was about $265,000. Another half million dollars is 
allotted for maintenance of equipment, purchase of new equipment, perishable 
supplies, administrative travel, and so forth. The Institute presently employs 
about 246. 

III. THe Mission oF THE INSTITUTE 


It is the mission of the Institute to— 
A. Provide and/or coordinate the research, development, and engineering 
for Armed Forces rations and subsistence items and for containers. 
B. Develop specifications and related standardization documents for the 
manufacture of supplies and containers. 
C. Provide the technical and engineering services required to maintain 
rations and containers in the supply system. 


IV. Wuat PRoponEnNts OF THE Move ContrEND 


Although it is also argued that the current facilities are unsuited to the research 
mission involved, relocation of the Institute has been proposed primarily to save 
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money. The Army contends that since the Institute is no longer a tenant of a 
larger organization (as it was in 1952 when a similar move was considered) it 
can be more economically supported by consolidation with other quartermaster 
research and engineering functions. 

The Army states that the Chicago Administrative Center (which houses the 
Institute) has become “inefficient and excessively costly to operate’ and that 
the move of all tenants of the center is “highly desirable.’ It is estimated that 
inactivation of the center will save the Quartermaster Corps in the neighborhood 
of $1,150,000 a year. Approximately one-third of the total cost will be saved by 
colocating the Institute with the Quartermaster Research and Engineering 
Center in Natick. 

V. Wuy Cuicaco? 


These are the six primary reasons for maintaining the Institute’s Chicago site 

A. Unlimited research facilities are immediately available. The Institute 
now maintains close liaison with the University of Chicago, Northwestern Uni- 
versity, Illinois Institute of Technology (and the Armour Research Foundation), 
the University of Illinois Medical Center, and Argonne National Laboratory, all 
located nearby. The John Crerar Library, in Chicago’s Loop, is one of the great 
scientific libraries of the world. 

B. Recruiting technical personnel, a difficult job in any location, is simplified 
in Chicago because institutions doing graduate work in food technology are more 
numerous in the Midwest than in any other part of the country. Convenient to 
Chicago are the University of Illinois at Urbana, Michigan State University, the 
University of Wisconsin, the University of Minnesota, Iowa State University, 
Kansas State University, and Purdue University. : 

C. Contacts with food industries, those with which the Quartermaster Corps 
spends its largest amounts of money each year, are easily maintained in Chicago, 
undisputedly the Nation’s center for food production. Chicago produces more 
meat products than any other city in the Nation and ranks second in grain mill 
products. 

It also is the country’s major producer of containers of all kinds. The food and 
packaving industries maintain their principal laboratories in the Chicago area. 
The Government saves a great deal of manpower hours each year from assistance 
of industry food and packaving technologists furnished through industry advisory 
‘committees. There are 17 industry advisory committees and 29 task groups 
cooperatine with the Institute. Members attend committee meetings at their 
own or their firm’s expense. 

More food and container trade associations, an important means of contact 
with the industries, are located in Chicago than in any other city in the United 
States. Many of these assocaitions have their own research facilities. 

D. Chicazo is centrally located and easily reached by all forms of transportation. 
Communication, not only with the rest of the United States, but with the whole 
world, is convenient. With the opening of the St. Lawrence Seaway and estab- 
lishment of direct flights between Chicago and European capitals, Chieago is no 
longer merely an inland city. All of this encourages nationwide food and pack- 
aging industry meetings and helps attract qualified personnel for the Institute. 
E. A Chicago site would enable the Institute to maintain, at nominal cost, its 
close relationship with the Military Subsistence Supply Agency (MSSA) and the 
Army Subsistence Center. The Institute has daily contact with MSSA, located 
at 226 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago. There are weekly conferences and 
daily telephone calls between the two agencies; it is estimated that there are several 
hundred calls weekly. 

Any improvement or development of rations culminates in new or revised 
specifications used by the MSSA for procurement of subsistence supplies for the 
Armed Forces. Thus, it is of the utmost importance that the Institute be located 
in close proximity to the MSSA. 

F. Unless its present activities are greatly curtailed, the Institute can be 
operated at less cost to the Government in Chicago than at Natick. 

1. The Illinois Institute of Technology has land available and can arrange 
financing to provide a suitable facility to house this operation at a comparable, 
if not substantially less, cost than the same physical facilities can be provided 
and operated at Natick. 

2. All services presently furnished by the Chicago Administration Center 
and allocated to the Institute (for example, heat, electricity, janitor service, and 
other housekeeping facilities) will be required at approximately the same cost 
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wherever the Institute is located. Any savings claimed in this category as a 
result of the proposed move are fictitious. (In fact, administrative travel and 
telephone costs will probably increase because of the need for close contact with 
MSSA.) Savings to the Quartermaster Corps may result but Government 
expenditures would not be appreciably reduced. 

3. Relocation would involve a direct outlay by the Government of about 
$6 million. 

(a) The Research and Engineering Command does not presently have sufficient 
space at Natick to adequately house the Institute. Estimates for proper facilities 
vary from $4 to $5 million. 

(b) The movement of equipment and personnel (present strength about 246) 
would cost about $1 million. 


I. Mission AND PRoGRAMS: QUARTERMASTER Foop aND ConTAINER INSTITUTE 
FOR THE ARMED ForRcES 


A. MISSION 


1. Provide and/or coordinate the research, development, and engineering re- 
quired for Armed Forces’ rations and subsistence items and for containers for 
quartermaster supplies (except fuels and lubricants) to meet anticipated tactical 
and logistical requirements 

2. Develop specifications and related standardization documents to guide 
procurement of these items. 

3. Provide technical and engineering services required to maintain these items 
in the supply system. 

A current official statement of the Institute’s mission is provided in C below. 


B. PROGRAM 


1. Research and development (primarily directed toward meeting future 
military requirements): 
Food acceptance study. 
Radiation preservation of food. 
Food research. 
Food products development. 
Simplified food logistics. 
Container development. 
Aerial delivery equipment (one task only). 
Support services: 
Direct: Command and staff. 
Indirect: Housekeeping, finance and accounting, transportation, com- 
munications, ete. 
2. Operations and maintenance (primarily directed to present supply system): 
Applications engineering. 
Standardization. 
Materiel exploitation. 


C. AN OFFICIAL STATEMENT OF MISSION 


“Accomplishes that part of the Command mission, as reflected in programs 
and/or technical projects which are approved and assigned by the Headquarters, 
Quartermaster Research and Engineering Command, including, but not limited 
to, the following: 

“1. Executes a research and/or development program concerned with— 

“(a) Basie research in food nutrition, stability, and acceptance; 

“(b) Design, improvement, development, evaluation of military rations 
and food products for the Armed Forces; 

“(e) Design, development, and evaluation of containers for which the 
Quartermaster Corps has assigned responsibility ; 

*“(d) Research and development on irradiation preservation processes, and the 

establishment of the wholesomeness of foods so processed. 

“2. Effects the command standardization program, as applicable. 

“3. Provides technical services and engineering support to other elements of 
the Quartermaster Corps, Department of the Army, and Department of Defense, 
as required.”” (From Organization Manual, Quartermaster Food and Container 
Institute for the Armed Forces, dated May 1958.) 
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D. APPLICATIONS ENGINEERING PROGRAM FISCAL YEAR 1959 


1. Technical and engineering services to the following: 
Military Clothing & Textile Supply Agency. 
Army Subsistence Center (Chicago). 
Military Subsistence Supply Agency (Chicago). 
Subsistence Division, OOMG. 
Procurement Activity, Columbus General Depot. 
Quartermaster Equipment and Parts Commodity Center. 
ees Control Office, OQMG. 
ilitary Personnel and Training Division, OQMG. 
Exhibits and Displays. 
Boards, etc. 
2. Problem Solution Areas: 
porn ag preservation of food—support to long-term animal-feeding 
studies. 
Time-temperature indicator for frozen food. 
Utilization of canned and glass-packed subsistence. 
Moisture test for low-moisture fruits and vegetables. 
Chemical and physical procedures for defining quantitatively the degree of 
smoking meat products. 


E. STANDARDIZATION PROGRAM AREAS-——FISCAL YEAR 1959 


Review of detailed plans as participating and interested activity. 
Standardization projects: 
Coordinated projects completed or in process as preparing activity: 
Specifications. 
Standards. 
Studies. 
Projects reviewed as custodian and interested activity. 
Qualified products list projects. 
Other standardization activity: 
Preparation of purchase descriptions. 
Miscellaneous. 


II. History: QUARTERMASTER Foop AND CONTAINER INSTITUTE FOR THE 
ARMED ForRcEs 


A. CREATION IN 1936 


1. Established in July 1936, the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute 
for the Armed Forces was first known as the Subsistence Research Laboratory. 
Generally, its mission was to give the Office of the Quartermaster General tech- 
nical advice on merits of the various food products it was asked to buy. 

2. Originally housed on the fifth floor of Building A, Chicago Quartermaster 
Depot, in the space occupied from 1920 to June 1936 by the Quartermaster Sub- 
sistence School, the Subsistence Research Laboratory began its operations with 
two civilian members and one officer. By September 1941, the technical staff 
numbered 13, and a rough division of responsibility was effected in terms of 
commodity groups. The tremendous increase in workload and a lesser one in 
personnel since World War II began necessitated establishment of separate com- 
modity branches and delegation of responsibility and authority to them. New 
branches were established when the workload required and personnel could be 
obtained for them. 

3. On December 14, 1942, the Subsistence Research Laboratory, initially a 
division of the depot and part of the Supply Division, Office of the Quartermaster 
General, became responsible to the Subsistence and Packaging Section, Research 
and Development Branch, following establishment of the recently created Military 
Planning Division. For such administrative matters as personnel, supply, travel 
orders, and janitor services, it remained under the Chicago Quartermaster Depot. 
To alleviate overcrowding of the Subsistence Research Laboratory, a new labora- 
tory was constructed on the sixth floor of Building B, and was dedicated January 
8, 1944. 

"4. Shortly after moving into its new quarters, the Subsistence Research 
Laboratory was redesignated the Quartermaster Subsistence Research and Devel- 
opment Laboratory. Far from the small, ill-equipped group it had been at the 
start of the war, the Subsistence Research and Development Laboratory, with 
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accelerated activity, underwent new organizational changes. In the fall of 1944 
its Director became, in addition, Director of the Subsistence Section in Washing- 
ton, requiring him to divide his time between Chicago and Washington. Accord- 
ingly, he appointed two ass‘stant directors, one for commodity development and 
one for technical services, to coordinate activities of the development and teehnical 
branches, respectively. In February 1945, a Project Control Board of Subsistence 
Research and Development Laboratory staff members was appointed to review 
and coordinate internal projects; at the same time, a committee on Food Research 
was established by the Subsistence Section to set up and administer an external 
research program. 

5. The Laboratory’s wartime activity was at its height by July 1945. Its 
personnel numbered 285, of whom 68 were military; it dealt directly with hundreds 
of food and food packaging concerns, with university research groups; and had both 
formal and informal relationships with several other Government agencies. In 
November it was made a class IV, later a class II, activity, and its wartime 
Director became its first commanding officer. 


B. MAJOR ORGANIZATIONAL CHANGES IN 1946 


1. Additional missions were assigned early in the postwar period, among them 
to provide research and development for containers of all quartermaster supplies, 
except fuels and lubricants. The Subsistence Section in Washington was de- 
activated and its responsibilities transferred to the Subsistence search and 
Development Laboratory. In recognition of its increased duties, the Subsistence 
Research and Development Laboratory was renamed the Sprartemmestes Food 
and Container Institute for the Armed Forces in 1946. Many organizational 
changes have been made since then—consolidation of a major portion of the 
wartime activities and some additional ones in the Food Laboratories, incorpora- 
tion of the Committee on Food Research into the Scientific Liaison and Advisory 
Council where provision was made for container research as well, and incorpora- 
tion of members of the group into the National Research Council Committee on 
Foods and Committee on Containers. 

2. On October 1, 1953, the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute for 
the Armed Forces became responsible to the newly established hyesrienmmanber 
Research and Development Command at Natick, Mass. Because physical facili- 
ties at Natick had not been completed at that time, operational control remained 
within the Office of the Quartermaster General until February 1, 1954, when it 
was transferred to the Headquarters, Quartermaster Research and Development 
Command. 

3. The Quartermaster Corps in 1953 began an extensive research and develop- 
ment program in the use of ionizing radiations for processing foods. This led to 
further organizational changes in the Institute. By late 1955, this program had 
assumed such significance that a separate branch was established in the Food 
Laboratories and a special office created under the Scientific Director. By early 
1958 this office was reestablished as a division, organizationally on the same level 
as the Food Laboratory and Container Laboratory. Another new undertaking, 
applications engineering as distinct from research and development, begun by the 
Quartermaster Corps in 1955, led to organizational changes within the Labora- 
tories to reflect this distinction. As experience was gained with this new activity, 
it became apparent that applications engineering work could probably be con- 
ducted more effectively without organizational separation on the operating level. 
Accordingly, early in 1958, applications engineering elements within the Labora- 
tories, redesignated as divisions, were consolidated with research and development, 


Cc, CHRONOLOGY 


1920: Quartermaster Subsistence School activated in Chicago. 

June 1936: Quartermaster Subsistence School deactivated (change 1, AR 350- 
910, April 1936). 

July 1936: Quartermaster Corps Subsistence Research and Development 
Laboratory established in Chicago (letter from the Quartermaster General to 
Commanding Officer, Chicago Quartermaster Depot, July 24, 1936). 

February-March 1946: Research and development of subsistence, subsistence 
packaging and containers for Quartermaster supplies (except POL) consolidated 
in Chicago at Quartermaster Corps Subsistence Research and Development 
Laboratory, the title of which was changed to Quartermaster Food and Container 
Institute for the Armed Forces (ASF Circular No. 46, pt. 2, par. IV, Feb. 26, 1946; 
letter from OQMG to CO, QMF&CIAF, Feb. 26, 1946). 
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1950: Cognizance for research and development in the field of food (including 
food packaging) delegated by Department of Defense to the Department of the 
Army, which redelegated to the iesterencdter General. The QMF&CIAF was 
named as the implementing organization. (RDB 251/5.1, May 22, 1950; G4/ 
F1-30447, June 16, 1950; RDB 133/11, July 12, 1950; EFD 6/7, Nov. 24, 1950; 
and RDB 251/8, Feb. 5, 1951.) 

1953: QMR&E command activated at Natick, Mass., and QMF&CIAF, 
formerly reporting directly to OQMG, placed under its command. (DA GO 
No. 73, Feb. 28, 1953.) 


III. Boarps, CommirTrers, AND CouNcILs: QUARTERMASTER Foop anp Con- 
TAINER INSTITUTE FOR THE ARMED FORCES 


A. COMMITTEES ON FOODS AND CONTAINERS OF THE ADVISORY BOARD ON QUARTER- 
MASTER RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT, NATIONAL RESEARCH COUNCIL, NATIONAL 
ACADEMY OF SCIENCES 


1. Established as a private, nonprofit corporation by legislative enactment in 
1863, the National Academy of Sciences renders upon request, advisory services 
in the fields of the natural sciences and their application to agencies of the Federal 
Government and to others in programs of research directed toward the national 
safety or the general public welfare. The National Research Council was 
established in 1916 in response to a request by President Wilson that the base of 
the advisory services undertaken by the Academy be broadened. ‘ 

2. The Quartermaster General in 1943 requested independent advisory service 
on his research and development program and for this purpose established a formal 
contract with the Academy-Research Council. To fulfill the terms of this 
agreement, the Committee on Quartermaster Problems was organized by the 
National Research Council under the Division of Engineering and Industrial 
Research. 

3. In 1948, the scope of the quartermaster advisory activity was broadened, 
and the committee was reorganized as the Advisory Board on Quartermaster 
Research and Development. 

4. The Committee on Foods is one of a number of technical committees organ- 
ized by the Advisory Board to provide advice in specific areas of quartermaster 
research and development. Its primary function is to advise the Quartermaster 
Food and Container Institute on the nature, scope, and conduct of the food 
research and development program directed toward most efficient achievement 
of its assigned missions. The Committee on Foods is organized into the follow- 
ing subcommittees: 

Acceptance. 

Animal Products. 

Cereal and Baked Products. 

Dairy, Oil, and Fat Products. 

Experimental Cookery. 

Food Stability. 

Fruit and Vegetable Products Microbiology. 

Nutrition. 

Radiation Preservation Ad Hoc on high level dosimetry. 


5. The Committee on Containers is another of the technical committees 
organized by the Advisory Board to provide advice in specific areas of quarter- 
master research and development. It counsels the Quartermaster Food and 
Container Institute on the nature, scope, and conduct of the container research 
and development program directed toward most efficient achievement of its 
assigned missions. The Committee on Containers has two subcommittees— 
Subsistence Packaging and Container Research. 


B. QUARTERMASTER CORPS INDUSTRY ADVISORY COMMITTEES. 


1. Industry advisory committees are established by the Quartermaster Gen- 
eral at the request of the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute to furnish 
industry advice to the Institute on specific problems arising in research and 
development and applications engineering work on quartermaster items. These 
committees are composed of individuals representing specific industries. 
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2. These committees and task groups have been created by the Quartermaster 
General to advise the Institute: 
a. Food Acceptance: 
Sensory Testing Methods. 
b. Animal Products: 
Canned Fluid Foods. 
Canned Meat. 
Dehydrated Meat. 
Frankfurters. 
Frozen Breaded Shrimps. 
c. Cereal and Baked Products: 
Active Dry Yeast. 
Canned Steamed Puddings. 
Crackers, Biscuits and Cookies. 
Prepared Bakery Mixes. 
Fresh pastries. 
. Dairy, oil, and fat products: 
Cheese. 
Dry milk. 
Fat spreads. 
Milk products. 
Shortening. 
Frozen cottage cheese. 
Mayonnaise and salad dressing. 
e. Food evaluation: 
Precooked frozen meals. 
f. Fruit and vegetables products: 
Dehydration of fruits. 
Dehydration of vegetables. 
. General products: 
Chocolate and cocoa. 
Confections. 
Instant coffee. 
Prepared pie fillings. 
h. Nutrition: 
Vitamins. 
i. Radiation preservation of foods: 
Radiation preservation of foods. 
j. Food stability: 
Critical storage temperatures of frozen foods. 
k. Container: 
Interior enamels for cans for meat and meat products. 
Multiwall bags. 
Mechanical appliances for demountable containers. 
Flexible containers for processed foods. 
Packaging of soaps. 
Coatings and cold-spray type strippable coatings. 
Standards for classification of defects on outside coated cans. 
Volatile corrosion inhibitors. 


—_ 


US 


C. THE INSTITUTE FREEZE DEHYDRATION PROJECT, ILLUSTRATING CLOSE COOPER- 
ATION BETWEEN THE INSTITUTE AND SCIENTIFIC AND INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH 
ORGANIZATIONS 


1. Extensive research, supported by numerous field trials, has clearly established 
the advantages of freeze dried meats for military personnel where refrigeration is 
inadequate or undependable. Freeze dried meats reconstitute within 10 to 15 
minutes after the addition of water to provide a product virtually indistinguishable 
from the product prior to freeze drying, even though it is subjected to prolonged 
storage without refrigeration. 

2. Freeze dehydration makes it possible to offer the soldier a greater variety of 
meat, including poultry and fish, than is possible with canning as a method of 
preservation. Precooked dehydrated meals can be prepared under field condi- 
tions in 10 to 15 minutes without trained personnel or special equipment enabling 
the Armed Forces to feed highly mobile, well dispersed fighting units. From the 
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logistical viewpoint, dehydration is being assigned increased importance, especi- 
ally when supplying troops by air is required; there is a significant reduction in 
weight (on the average about 65 percent) and volume. 

3. Development of dehydration techniques results from the close teamwork 
of the institute and scientific and industrial research organizations. 

(a) Basic laboratory work was, and still continues to be, conducted at the 
American Meat Institute at the University of Chicago. The University of 
California at Davis made significant contributions; valuable technical support 
came from the University of Illinois and Ohio State University. Current contracts 
require close cooperation with the American Meat Institute Foundation, North- 
western University, the American Institute for Biological Research in Madison, 
Wis., the University of Illinois, Illinois Institute of Technology, Rutgers. Uni- 
oe Purdue University, Oregon State College, and the University of Cali- 
ornia. 

(b) In the meat industry, Wilson & Co., has been active in developing freeze 
dried meat products and an efficient method of utilizing beef carcasses. Freeze 
drying facilities at Armour & Co. played an important role in the institute’s 
experimental program and Swift & Co. currently holds a contract for the develop- 
ment of a special prefabricated, precooked steak. 

Wilson, Armour, and the Courtland Laboratories of Los Angeles have been 
the sources of supply of freeze dried meat for field tests. These same organiza- 
tions have also contributed substantially to the Armed Forces’ knowledge of 
production, procurement documents, and product testing. Anticipating future 
requirements of the armed services and the institute, both Armour and Wilson 
are expanding their freeze drying facilities. A new Armour facility will open in 
March 1960, in Bellwood. 


D. AN EXAMPLE OF THE INSTITUTE’S COOPERATION WITH THE CONTAINER 
INDUSTRY 


Beginning after World War II, and on a continuing basis, Institute container 
technologists have worked closely with the research divisions of the two major 
can companies located in the Chicago area to review possibilities of reducing 
tinplate requirements for military canned ration items. This cooperation has 
resulted in large reductions in tinplate requirements and a saving of literally 
millions of dollars in Armed Forces expenditures. 

(Enclosure 1: “‘Military-Industrial Liaison—A Recapitulation of Its Values in 
Improving Rations and Containers,’’ follows:) 


ENCLOSURE 1 
[Reprinted from Food Technology, 1959, vol. XIII, No. i1, pp. 670-671] 


MiIiTARY-INDUSTRIAL LIAISON—A RECAPITULATION OF ITS VALUES IN IMPROVING 
RATIONS AND CONTAINERS 


Modern firepower—amissiles, atomic bombs, and all the fantastic hardware 
developed in the last 10 or 15 years—tends to overshadow a very basic fact. 
Warfare tomorrow will be conducted by highly industrialized nations. Not for 
any personal reasons, but because I feel it urgently important, I would like to 
illustrate the importance of military-industrial liaison in wartime by a few 
observations on what was accomplished through the joint efforts of the military 
and the U.S. food industry in researching, developing, manufacturing, and dis- 
tributing the rations of World War II. It was my privilege to be closely asso- 
ciated with this effort. 


PUTTING A NEW RATION SYSTEM ON A WAR FOOTING 


When the Subsistence Research and Development Laboratory, predecessor of 
the Quartermaster Food and Container Institute for the Armed Forces, Chicago, 
came into being in 1939, it quickly became evident to my small staff and me, that 
whether we liked it or not a part of our assigned task was to put Army rations— 
a whole new system of rations—on a war footing. Our immediate task was 
deveioping a food and packaging research and development facility capable of 
systematizing and improving the largely obsolescent and certainly inadequate 
ration system that existed. But research and development problems were not 
the only problems we had to keep in mind. We had to ascertain if we could, 
and to make some shrewd guesses if we could not, as to the time and the place 
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and the forces who would be using World War II rations. It was evident, even 
before the United States entered the war, that this was to be a different kind of 
war—far more mechanized than World War I and with a third dimension, air- 
power, added ot the picture. 

It was also evident that the industries—in our case the food and packaging 
industries—would be full partners in the effort. 

You cannot enter a war and then decide to revolutionize an industry in order 
to make it more responsive to military needs. During a war you make as few 
changes in the middle of the stream as possible. You learn how to use the in- 
dustrial plants that you have, not to redesign them. You work with the veteran 
leaders of industry who have developed a great deal of sagacity in the manu- 
facturing and distribution of food. 

It was reassuring that our laboratory was located in Chicago. A few blocks 
away were the Union Stock Yards and the plants of Armour, Swift, Libby, and 
Cuhady. Outside our windows to the south were the spurlines that bore the 
packinghouse products out to the consumers. A few blocks to the east was a 
branch establishment of the Continental Can Co, The American Can Co. had a 
plant west of us. Within easy range were spice companies, coffee manufactures, 
the Fulton Street markets, refrigeration companies, yeast companies, the Short 
Milling Co.—even a brewery. 

We in the United States, because we hate war, have, never located our indus- 
tries and transportation systems in accordance with strategic military planning as 
was done in Germany to some extent before World War II and, more recently, in 
Russia. Therefore, to have our laboratory, which became during World War II 
an information and liaison center for the food and packaging industries, in 
Chicago was an undisguised blessing. We could not have handled the crash 
problems that poured in on us during the war without having at our elbow for 
immediate consultation the food experts available at the Union Stock Yards, 
the can companies, the canning companies, and the food plants, large and small, 
that stud the Chicago area and the Midwest. It is worth mentioning, in this re- 
gard, that two-thirds of lendlease supplies delivered to our allies, flowed from 
the Chicago Quartermaster Depot, where we were located. 


BUILDING AN EFFECTIVE MILITARY-INDUSTRY LIAISON 


How do you go about building an effective liaison with industry during an 
emergency? There is never any question as to the patriotic desire of industry to 
cooperate, but there is a world of difference between desire and action. In 
tackling our problems—designing, developing, and getting into volume produc- 
tion the kind of rations required for a new kind of war—one of our very first 
objectives, even before we got into World War II, was to get across to the food 
industries the nature and scope of the overall problem. Through letters, con- 
ferences in our laboratory experimental kitchen, talks before industrial groups— 
we made it known that this would be a new and different kind of war and that 
it would be necessary to probe deeply into the requirements underlying the use of 
rations in completely new combat and combat-related situations. It was not too 
well recognized prior to World War II that storage, transportation, and issue 
would be far more complicated, that the preparation and consumption of food 
would take place in all kinds of strange places, that new equipment, specifica- 
tions, manufacturing techniques, would be involved, and that the volume of food 
going to the Armed Forces would exceed anything known before. Should another 
war come, however, the problems will be even greater. 

In these preliminary efforts to develop interest in military problems we met 
with virtually complete cooperation from the industries—the few instances of 
disinterest being due to a certain reluctance to face the fact a war was going to 
be on. 

But the war came, and our job was quickly increased to a size far beyond 
what we had forecast. In fact, we began receiving, almost at once, very spe- 
cific requests—requests for rations to meet the variables of climate (the sub- 
Arctic, the desert), of terrain (mountains, jungles, etc.) and types of operation 
(paratroop drops, beachhead landings, etc.). Hindsight tells us that we should 
have broadened the field utility of some of these rations, but who would know 
that the K-ration with a caloric value of 2,700, designed for a maximum use of 
5 days, would be issued interchangeably with C-ration without regard for time? 
But as time went on, the shakedown testing of actual combat gave us a more 
accurately adjusted view of the requirements and before the war closed the 
general principles of feeding men for a war of the type of World War II were 
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clear. In the main the rations developed and supplied the troops during World 
War II fulfilled their purposes. But I must emphasize again that our basic 
principle was working with the food and packaging industries as partners. 


WHY IS MILITARY-INDUSTRY COORDINATION OF SUCH IMPORTANCE? 


A brief answer to this question, based on the experience of World War II 
may be useful to have on record. As my many associates, military and civilian, 
who. were engaged in food research and development in World War II will 
agree, there was virtually no aspect of military foods and feeding that did not 
demand our joint attention. In general, however, the areas that demanded 
closest coordination with industry were three: (1) the adaptability of foods 
and packaging to specific military operations, (2) the stability of foods and 
packaging under extremes of climate and military types of handling and 
storage, (3) the eating quality of foods. It is gratifying that these three 
areas—in terms of a possible future conflict—-were covered at a 2-day confer- 
ence last September, held at the Stockyard Inn. The Proceedings of this con- 
ference are available in limited quantity at my office. 

Adjusting foods and packaging to military life is more difficult in many ways 
than adjusting raw recruits to military ways of doing things. To do so requires 
a knowledge of the performance capacity of soldiers under stress, how ration 
systems fit into military operation systems, the potentials of the food and 
packaging industries for meeting the often exacting requirements of packaged 
rations—and a constant, day-after-day attention to the chemical, micro- 
biological, physical, and psychological aspects of food. This is a large order 
as the outstanding group of men and women who made up my staff, and I 
myself, found out. It takes organization, it takes patience, it takes a stable 
program well supported by higher echelons to do the job. All of these things 
we had in World War II—and all of these things we shall need if another 
holocaust descends on us. 

In concluding, I would like to pay tribute to the able and dedicated people, 
military and civilian, who made up the SRDL of World War II. Not only did 
they advance the science and technology of rations and packaging but they also 
helped to create the understanding and ready communication among military, 
industry, and institutional groups that is being perpetuated today at the Quar- 
termaster Food and Container Institute for the Armed Forces, 

RouLAND A. ISKRR, 
Colonel, QmC, (Retired); Research and Development Associates, Food 
and Container Institute, Inc., Chicago, Ill. 


IV. PHYsIcAL PLANT AND SERVICE: QUARTERMASTER Foop AND CONTAINER 
INSTITUTE FOR THE ARMED FORCES 


A. PRESENT PHYSICAL PLANT, BUDGET, AND STAFF 


1. The Institute presently occupies about 188,000 square feet in a facility 
ealled the Chicago Administration Center at 1819 West Pershing Road, Chicago. 
The Government-owned plant consists of three six-story buildings and a garage 
which were used as a supply depot from World War I to 1955 when the center 
was activated. Ten Government offices are housed in the center. 

“A” Building is partially occupied by the Quartermaster Chicago Admin- 
istration Center, U.S. Army Subsistence Center, Fifth Army Statistical and 
Accounting Division, Fifth Army Veterinary Food Inspection Service, and by 
the Post Office Department Supply Center. 

“B” Building is partially occupied by the Quartermaster Food and Container 
Institute and the Military Subsistence Testing Laboratory. 

“C” Building is partially occupied by the Department of Agriculture Dairy 
Branch Laboratory, Fifth Army Finance and Accounting Office and the U.S. 
Army Meat and Dairy Hygiene School. 

2. In 1959 the budget allotment to the Quartermaster Food and Container In- 
stitute amounted to about $265,000 as payment for space it now occupies in- 
cluding heat, electricity, janitor service, and other “housekeeping” facilities 
furnished by the Chicago Administration Center. Approximately $500,000 is 
alloted for maintenance of equipment, purchase of new equipment, perishable 
supplies, administrative travel, etc. 

3. The Institute presently employes about 246. 
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B. SUPPORT SERVICES PROVIDED BY THE CHICAGO ADMINISTRATION CENTER TO THE 
QUARTERMASTER FOOD AND CONTAINER INSTITUTE FOR THE ARMED FORCES 


1. General administration: Security measures; fire prevention regulations; 
establishment of a regular workday; declaration of holidays; general regula- 
tions; and customs of the installation. 

2. Special staff services: Command inspection; intelligence; public informa- 
tion: claims and safety. 

3. Management assistance services: Management studies and analysis; 
statistics and statistical analysis; personnel strength control; organization con- 
trol; reports and forms control; and consultant. 

4. Budget and funds control services: Personnel funding estimates and con- 
trol; mission and local procurement funds estimates and control. 

5. Finance and accounting services: Payroll, personnel, mission, and local 
procurement funds accounting ; and cost accounting. 

6. Machine accounting services. 

7. Civilian personnel services, 

8S. Administrative services: Mail and records, records administration, mes- 
senger service, telephone, teletype, central reproduction, and motor pool. 

9. Local logistic services: Supply operations, self-service supply center, pur- 
chasing and contracting, service unit (receiving). 

10. Housekeeping services: Custodial (office areas) ; organizational and field 
maintenance of furniture, and typewriters and office appliances; security 
(guards) ; fire protection ; and repairs and utilities. 

11. Common services: Medical (dispensary); salvage; packing and crating; 
transportation (except typing orders) ; labor and MHBE equipment. 

12. General auditing. 

13. Local welfare services: Troop information and special services activities. 

14. Restaurant. 


V. Proposa oF SITE FOR THE QUARTERMASTER Foop AND CONTAINER INSTITUTE BY 
THE ILLINOIS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 


A. GENERAL PROPOSAL 


Illinois Institute of Technology (IIT) has offered to construct and finance 
a building (or buildings) sufficient to house the Institute on its campus on 
Chicago’s near south side. Facilities would be erected according to specifica- 
tions of the Quartermaster Corps and under its direction and leased to the 
Institute (or an appropriate Government agency) for a period ranging from 
10 to 25 years to allow a reasonable scheduling of amortization. Adequate 
parking facilities would be provided and housing for staff of the Institute on 
a preferential basis would be available in apartments owned by IIT in the 
vicinity of the campus. IIT would furnish all essential services at cost plus 
a small overhead fee. 

The officers and members of the board of trustees of IIT believe that a 
mutually attractive agreement can be concluded. They are “flexible in their 
thinking” and will cooperate with the Quartermaster General and other respon- 
sible officials in developing a working relationship. 

The Duke University contract with the Army Ordnance Corps is favorable 
precedent for this proposal. The Office of Ordnance Research, which administers 
an annual program of $5 million in basic research, is housed in a building on the 
Duke campus which was constructed by the university and leased to the corps. 


B. LOCATION 


IIT is located about 31% miles south of Chicago’s Loop between 30th and 35th 
Streets and extending between Federal Street and Michigan Avenue. The cam- 
pus, served by frequent rapid transit and bus service, can be reached from the 
Loop in less than 15 minutes. Thirty-fifth and 31st Streets will be interchanges 
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on the new South Expressway connecting the Calumet Skyway and the Calumet 
Expressway on the south with Southwest, Congress, Northwest, and Edens 
Expressways on the north. 

A site for the Institute is immediately available at the corner of 30th Street 
and Michigan Avenue. Land reasonably contiguous to this site has already 
been redeveloped and bordering properties are scheduled for redevelopment 
soon. 

C. SERVICES AND OTHER FACILITIES 


All essential housekeeping services, including maintenance and repairs, jani- 
tor and guard service, steam, electricity, and heat, would be furnished by IIT 
at cost, plus a small overhead fee. Cafeteria or restaurant and private luncheon 
facilities, small meeting rooms, and auditoriums seating from 250 to 750 would 
also be available. 

Unique and costly equipment at IIT could be used by the Institute. Included 
is a nuclear reactor designed specifically for industrial research, a nationally 
recognized computer center and a gas fission product source. 


D. ESTIMATED COST OF NEW FACILITIES 


Here is a first crude estimate of cost of facilities to house the Institute on the 
IIT campus: 


Building: 180,000 square feet at $28 per square foot______________ 5, 040, 000 

Laboratory equipment and installation: 180,000 square feet at $5 per 
Weare Beot eo) a a a eo 900, 000 
oY TORN ee oe eee Seen enregemmeS COT ET TT Be 5, 940, 000 


Facilities could probably be completed about 18 months after the final plans 
are submitted. 
E. THE FUTURE OF THE INSTITUTE AT IIT 


Shortly after its formation in 1940, IIT began development of a completely 
new 110-acre campus called Technology Center. The program is now well under- 
way—34 new buildings have been constructed or are under construction. They 
include a new $3.5 million chemistry building and facilities for the John Crerar 
Library, which will move from its present Loop site to the IIT campus. When 
completed, Technology Center, in the functional design of Ludwig Mies van 
der Rohe, the internationally recognized architect, will be one of the world’s most 
modern campuses and one of the few ever designed asa unit. The center already 
houses, in addition to the IIT staff of 2,300 (1,200 of whom have advanced de- 
grees in engineering and/or the sciences), the Armour Research Foundation, 
the Institute of Gas Technology, and the Central Research Laboratory of the 
Association of American Railroads. 


F. Nores TO ENCLOSURES 1, 2, AND 3 ON PAGES IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING 


Enclosure 1. Aerial view of campus, Illinois Institute of Technology. 

Elevated railway line is in right foreground. Site of new John Crerar 
Library building is in blue. One of the sites proposed for the Quartermaster 
Food and Container Institute is in red. 

Enclosure 2. Map of Chicago thruways (completed and projected). 


IIT Campus is in red. It is strategically situated for motor, bus, and ele- 
vated railway transportation. 


Enclosure 3. Map indicating redevelopment of the central south side of chicago. 


Technology Center expansion is a part of Chicago’s extensive civic redevelop- 
ment program. 
(Enclosures 1, 2, and 3 follow :) 
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VI. QuEesTIONS PERTINENT TO Proper USE OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE QUARTER- 
MASTER Foop AND CONTAINER INSTITUTE FOR THE ARMED FORCES 


A. What is the basis for alleged savings resulting from the move? 

1. Is any part of the alleged savings a “wash” entry applicable without 
regard to location? 

2. If “repairs and utilities” costs are part of alleged savings, how does this 
cost per square foot of space at the Chicago Administration Center compare 
with cost at the Quartermaster Research and Engineering Center? 

3. Does any part of alleged savings result from lower costs applicable with- 
out regard to location? 

4. Is any part of alleged savings based on reduction in mission applicable 
without regard to location? 

a. If no reduction in mission is assumed, was consideration given to cost of— 

(1) Replaeing research facilities available at food and packaging in- 
dustries and other institutions in the Chicago area? 

(2) Maintaining communication with the Army Subsistence Center and 
Military Subsistence Supply Agency (which presumably will remain in 
Chicago) ? 

b. If a reduction of the Institute’s mission is contemplated, will it result in 
requirements for additional personnel and/or facilities for research and engi- 
neering in food and rations by the Navy, Air Force, Military Subsistence Sup- 
ply Agency, or Army Subsistence Center? 

B. Were alternatives to the move adequately explored? 

1. Was a study made of the possibility of reducing costs at the Chicago 
Administration Center by moving any of these other Chicago Government 
agencies now leasing space in the Loop or elsewhere in the Chicago area to the 
Center? 

a. Military Subsistence Supply Agency, 226 West Jackson Boulevard. 

b. District Engineer, U.S. Army Merchandise Mart. 

ec. Regional Engineer, U.S. Army, 536 South Clark Street. 

d. Chicago Ordnance District, South Wabash Avenue. 

2. Were private institutions in Chicago, such as Illinois Institute of Tech- 
nology, considered as possible sites for the Institute? 

If so, what criteria were used? 

C. Were other agencies involved in the move consulted regarding it? 

1. The General Services Administration. 

2. Air Force. 

3. Navy. 

4. Army Subsistence Center. 

5. Military Subsistence Supply Agency. 

D. Were any benefits to mission alleged as a result of the move? 

1. If so, in what respect is the Quartermaster Research and Engineering 
Center superior as a site to the Chicago Administration Center? 

2. If so, in what respect is Natick superior as a site to Chicago? 


VII. ExPANSION OF CERTAIN ARGUMENTS FAVORING A CHICAGO SITE FOR THE 
QUARTERMASTER Foop AND CONTAINER INSTITUTE FOR THE ARMED FORCES 


A. Unlimited research facilities are immediately available. 

1. Major scientific research facilities in the immediate locality include: 

a. The University of Chicago and the American Meat Institute on the south 
side. 

b. Northwestern University Technological Institute, in Evanston. 

e. Illinois Institute of Technology and the Armour Research Foundation just 
south of the central business district. 

d. The University of Illinois Medical Center, west and south of the central 
business district. 

e. Argonne National Laboratory, operated by the University of Chicago and 
located in Lemont. 

Note.—Two major research facilities not located in the immediate locale 
of the Institute are nevertheless convenient and much used—the Forest Prod- 
ucts Laboratory, maintained by the Department of Agriculture at Madison, 
Wis., and the Institute of Paper Chemistry in Appleton, Wis. Because it 
it a Government agency, the Laboratory would be contacted by the Institute 
wherever it was located, but proximity of the Laboratory to Chicago has made 
close cooperation between the two Government functions possible. 
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2. Industrial research laboratories in the food and container fields are 
numerous in Chicago and the surrounding area because of the large number of 
food and container industries located here. 

A list of industrial research laboratories in these fields follows this part 
(VII) of the appendix as enclosure 1. The Institute also obtains a great deal 
of information and assistance from General Mills, Inc., and the Pillsbury Co., 
in Minneapolis and Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing Co., St. Paul. 

3. Technical libraries in the area offer a huge reservoir of literature on sub- 
jects of interest to the Institute. In addition to libraries at the major uni- 
versities (Chicago, Illinois, and Northwestern) these are also available: 

a. The John Crerar Library: Founded in 1894, this is one of the greatest 
scientifie libraries in the world. Its medical collection, comprising over 150,000 
volumes, is the most comprehensive in the Midwest. Other extensive collections 
include the basic sciences (especially chemistry, physics, and geology), tech- 
nology, and agriculture. They are supplemented by current subscriptions to 
10,000 periodicals and other serial publications, 

b. Illinois Institute of Technology and Armour Research Foundation. 

ce. Special libraries maintained by industries in food and packaging fields or 
at national headquarters by trade and professional associations. 

(1) These libraries are devoted primarily to science-technology : 

Armour & Co., 1355 West 31st Street, Chicago 9; 

Victor Chemical Works, 11th and Arnold Streets, Chicago Heights; 
Argonne National Laboratory, Post Office Box 299, Lemont; 

Illinois Farm Supply Co., 100 East Ohio Street, Chicago 11; 

American Can Co., 433 North Northwest Highway, Barrington ; 

Corn Products Refining Co., Chemical Division Library, Box 345, Arge; 
American Institute of Baking, 400 East Ontario Street, Chicago 11; 

Abbott Laboratories, 1400 Sheridan Road, North Chicago; 

Baxter Laboratories, Inc., 6301 Lincoln Avenue, Morton Grove; 

American Meat Institute Foundation, 939 East 57th Street, Chicago 37; 
Libby, MeNeill & Libby, 13036 South Western Avenue, Blue Island ; 

The Upjohn Co., Kalamazoo 99, Mich. ; 

Dearborn Chemical Co., 1029 West 35th Street, Chicago 9; 

National Dairy Products Corp., 923 Waukegan Road, Glenview ; 

Miles Laboratories, Inc., Myrtle and McNaughton Streets, Elkhart, Ind.; 
Velsicol Chemical Corp., 330 East Grand Avenue, Chicago 11; 

American Dry Milk Institute, Inc., 221 North LaSalle Street, Chicago 1; 
Lewis College of Science and Technology, Route 66—A, Lockport ; 

Wilson & Co., Inc., 4200 South Marshfield Avenue, Chicago 9; 

National Confectioners’ Association, 36 South Wabash Avenue, Chicago 3; 
G. D. Searle & Co., Skokie. 

(2) These libraries have collections in the biological sciences : 
American Osteopathic Association, 212 East Ohio Street, Chicago 11; 
American Medical Association, 535 North Dearborn Street, Chicago 10. 

(3) These libraries relate primarily to metals: 

Acme Steel Co., 100 Acme Avenue, Chicago 27 : 

United States Steel Corp. (South Works), 3426 East 29th Street, Chicago 17; 
Fansteel Metallurgical Corp., 2200 Sheridan Road, North Chicago ; 

Inland Steel Co., 30 West Monroe Street, Chicago 3. 

B. Institutions doing graduate work in food and container technology are more 
numerous in the Middle West than in any other part of the country. The follow- 
ing are within easy reach of Chicago: 


. Institute of Meat Research of the University of Chicago; 
2. Illinois Institute of Technology, Chicago ; 
3. Armour Research Foundation, Chicago; 

4. University of Illinois, Urbana ; 

5. Michigan State University, East Lansing ; 

6. University of Wisconsin, Madison ; 

7. University of Minnesota, St. Paul; 

8. Iowa State University, Ames; 

9. Kansas State University, Manhattan ; 
10. Purdue University, West La Fayette, Ind. ; 
11. Bradley University, Peoria, I11. ; 

2. Wayne State University, Detroit. 


— 
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G. Contacts with the food and packaging industries are easily maintained in 
Chicago. 

1. Chieago is the center for the Nation’s food production. The area is second 
in the United States in total value of food products manufactured for the con- 
sumer. In 1958, gross sales of food products amounted to $3.7 billion in the 
Chicago Metropolitan area. 

a. Chicago is the center of distribution for the dairy industry. Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, Illinois, Indiana, and Michigan produce half of the Nation’s butter 
and more than a third of its fluid milk. Wisconsin makes almost half of the 
country’s domestic cheese. Most firms which distribute dairy products nation- 
ally have either main offices or processing facilities here. They include Kraft 
Foods Co., The Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co., Wilson & Co., Swift & Co., 
Beatrice Foods Co., and The Borden Co. 

(1) Among the biggest milk distributors in Chicago are the Bowman Dairy Co., 
one of the Nation’s largest independents, Borden, and Hawthorne-Mellody Farms 
Dairy. 

(2) The Chicago Mercantile Exchange operates as the Nation’s leading futures 
market in butter (and eggs and onions as well). 

b. Poultry and eggs, both highly perishable commodities, are produced in 
quantity nearby and shipped out of Chicago to markets around the Nation. Iowa 
is first among all States in production of poultry and eggs; Minnesota is second 
in egg production and fourth in the production of chickens ; Minnesota is second 
in turkey raising, and Iowa is fourth. 

ce. A major portion of America’s fruit and vegetables funnel through Chicago, 
in fact, more fresh produce passes through Chicago than through any similar 
center anywhere in the world because of its central location and the availability 
of refrigerated warehouse space. Chicago has nearly 34 million cubic feet of 
cooler and freezer space in public warehouses and about 20 million feet in pri- 
vate warehouses. 

d. Chicago handles enough grain to be known as the Nation’s third largest 
granary. The value of crops harvested within a 500-mile radius of Chicago is 
41 percent of the national total. Grain storage capacity in Chicago is nearly 80 
million bushels. It manufactured over $55 million worth of grain mill products 
in 1954, second only to Buffalo, N.Y. 

(1) Among the large firms in the baking industry located here are Continental 
Baking Co., Schultze and Burch Biscuit Co., Ward Baking Co., Gordon Baking 
Co., Piper Baking Co., The Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co., United Biscuit Co., 
Jewel Tea Co., Salerno-McGowen Biscuit Co., Gordon Baking Co., Consolidated 
Foods Corp., Carr Consolidated Biscuit Co., National Biscuit Co., Sawyer Biscuit 
Co., and Burny Bros., Inc. 

(2) The Chicago Board of Trade has always been the world’s leading market 
in futures trading. 

e. The city ranks first among all metropolitan areas of the Nation in meat 
production. About 47 percent of the Nation’s livestock is produced within a 500- 
mile radius of the city. The Union Stock Yards in Chicago can handle more than 
40,000 cattle and 120,000 hogs a day and turn out meat at the rate of 10,000 
pounds a minute during an 8-hour day. 

Despite decentralization in the industry, Chicago is still the national center 
of the sales market. In 1954 sales of meat was close to $149 million: New York 
sold about $67 million worth of meat in the same year. Leading Chicago manu- 
facturers of meat products include Agar Packing Co., Inc., Armour & Co., The 
Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co., Hygrade Food Products Corp., Illinois Meat 
Co., Oscar Mayer & Co., Swift & Co., and Wilson & Co. 

f. Chicago is the center of the confectionery industry in the United States and 
produces about 25 percent of all candy manufactured in the country. E. J. Brach 
and Sons, Bunte Brothers, Mars, Inc., Curtiss Candy Co., and Walter H. Johnson 
Candy Co. maintain headquarters in the city. 

2. The Chicago area manufactures more containers of all types than any other 
area in the Nation because, as in the case of food products, it is close to sources 
of supply. Major manufacturers include the Container Corp. of America, which 
has its home office and five plants here, the American Can. Co. (seven plants 
plus research and technical service department), and the Continental Can Co. 
(nine plants, metal research and development division, central research division, 
and six subsidiaries manufacturing paper and plastic containers). 

a. In tin cans and other tinware, Chicago in 1954 stood first with a production 
valued at almost $97 million, compared with about $55 million worth for New 
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York. No other metropolitan area had more than half the production of New 
York City. 

b. Only two areas in the Nation produce more paperboard containers (specified 
for shipping 80 to 90 percent of Quartermaster Corps items) than Chicago. 
Among the large manufacturers located here in addition to the three mentioned 
above are: 

Olin Mathieson Chemical Corp., Owens-Illinois (National Container Corp.), 
Rheem Manufacturing Co., Stone Container Corp., United Biscuit Co. (Chicago 
Carton Co.), and Standard Brands, Inc. (Traver Partition Corp.). 

Geographic representation on a current Institute industry advisory committee 
indicates the concentration of technical services of the fiberboard industry in 
the Midwest. When the industry was canvassed for technical professional 
personnel, the volunteer committee was composed of representatives from these 
cities: Bast Walpole, Mass.; San Franciseo, Calif.; Keokuk, Iowa; Rittman, 
Ohio; Toledo, Ohio; Atlanta, Ga.; Indianapolis, Ind.; St. Paul, Minn.; Sandusky, 
Ohio: Chicago, Tl. 

3. Chicago is the headquarters of all major trade associations in the food 
industry and a large percentage of their national meetings and conferences are 
held here. Ninety-eight trade associations related either to food or containers 
are located in Chicago. There are 30 associations in the field of produce, dairy 
products, and general agriculture; 10 in the field of meat products and live- 
stock ; 49 in the field of groceries, confectionery, bakery products; 5 in the field 
of flavoring extracts, syrups, and soft drinks, and 4 in the field of paper boxes 
and paper cartons. 

a. Meat and livestock associations in the city include the American Meat 
Institute (which represents about 500 members handling between 85 and 90 
percent of all meat and meat products commercially produced in this country), 
the National Livestock and Meat Board, the National Association of Retail 
Meat Dealers, the National Association of Retail Grocers, and the National 
Livestock Producers Association. In the milling field, 5 of the 8 with large 
staffs are located here; in dairy, eggs, and poultry, 8 of the 11 with larger than 
average staffs have offices here. 

b. Major Chicago trade associations in the food and container fields are 
listed in Enclosure 2 following this Part (VII) of the Appendix. 


ENCLOSURE 1 
INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH LABORATORIES IN THE CHICAGO AREA 


Source: Industrial Research Laboratories of the United States (10th ed.) 
Publication 379, National Academy of Sciences, National Research Council, 
Washington, D.C., 1956. 

A. FOODS 


American Bakeries Co., 919 North Michigan Avenue. 

American Dry Milk Institute, Inc., 221 North La Salle Street. 
American Institute of Baking, 400 East Ontario Street. 

American Meat Institute Foundation, 939 Hast 57th Street. 
American Research & Testing Laboratories, 32 North State Street. 
Armour & Co. Research Division, Union Stock Yards. 

Armour & Co. Auxiliaries Division, 1855 West 31st Street. 
Beatrice Foods Co., 1526 South State Street. 

Best Foods, Inc., The, 2816 South Kilbourn Avenue. 

Chicago-Allis Manufacturing Co., 113-25 North Green Street. 
Chicago Dairy & Food Laboratories, 6930 North Clark Street. 
Chicago Pharmacal Co., 5547 North Ravenswood. 

Columbus Laboratories, The, 31 North State Street. 

Continental Can Co., Ine., Metal Division, 76th and Loomis Boulevard. 
Continental Coffee Co., 641 North Orleans Street. 

Cook Chocolate Co., 4825 South Rockwell Street. 

Dawe’s Laboratories, Inc., 4800 South Richmond Street. 
Dickinson Co., Albert, The, 2750 West 35th Street. 

KF. & F. Laboratories, Inc., 3501 West 48th Place. 

Fermco Chemicals, Inc., 4941 South Racine Avenue. 

Feuer & Associates, Bertram, 664 North Michigan Avenue. 

Food Technology, Inc., 5903 Northwest Highway. 

General Foods Corporation, Perkins Products Co., 7400 South Rockwell Street. 
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Glidden Co., The, Food Division (Durkee Famous Foods), 2670 North Elston 
Avenue and 3702 Iron Street. 
Griffith Laboratories, Inc., The, 1415 West 37th Street. 
Hales & Hunter Co. Red Comb Laboratory, 140th and Stewart Avenue. 
Independent Biscuit Manufacturers’ Co., 7002 North Clark Street. 
Industrial Bio-Test Laboratories, Inc., 4122 South Union Avenue. 
Institute of American Poultry Industries, I.A.P.I. Egg Products Laboratory, 110 
North Franklin Street. 
James Laboratories, The, 189 West Madison Street. 
Johnson Products Co., Keto Laboratory, 4603 South State Street. 
Kitchen Art Foods, Inc. 2320 North Damen Avenue. 
Kohnstamm & Co., Ine., H., 11 East Illinois Street. 
Laboratory of Vitamin Technology, Inc., 7737 South Chicago Avenue. 
Liquid Carbonie Corp., The, 3100 South Kedzie Avenue. 
Long Co., W. E., 188 West Randolph Street. 
Miner Laboratories, The, 9 South Clinton Street. 
Morton Sald Co. Development Division, 1357 North Elston. 
Peter Hand Foundation, 1623 North Sheffield Avenue. 
Quaker Oats Co., The, 345 East 25th Street. 
Reliable Packing Co., 1440 West 47th Street. 
Scientific Oil Compounding Co., Inc., 1637 South Kilbourn. 
Siebel Sons’ Co., Ine., J. E., 4055 West Peterson Avenue. 
Stange Co., William J., 342 North Western Avenue. 
Swift & Co., Union Stock Yards. 
Synthetical Laboratories. The, 5558 West Ardmore Avenue. 
Vico Products Co., 2817 North Oakley Boulevard. 
Vitamins, Inc., 809 West 58th Street. 
Wahl-Henius Institute, 1135 Fullerton Avenue. 
Wilson & Co., Inc., 4100 South Ashland Avenue. 
Wrigley, Jr., Co., Wm., 301 East Erie Street. 
Corn Products Refining Co., Argo. 
Jewel Tea Co., Ine., Barrington. 
Wilson & Co., Inc., Calumet City. 
Victor Chemicals Works, Chicago Heights. 
General American Transportation Corp., East Chicago, Ind. 
Fearn Foods, Inc., Franklin Park. 
Furst-McNess Co., Freeport. 
National Dairy Products Corp. Kraft Foods Co., Glenview. 
yrayslake Gelatin Co., Grayslake. 
Pratt Food Co., Hammond, Ind. 
Armour & Co., Kankakee. 
Allied Mills Inc., Libertyville. 
American Can Co., Maywood. 
United Biscuit Co. of America, Melrose Park. 
American Maize-Products Co., Roby, Ind. 
Dean Milk Co., Rockford. 
California Packing Corp., Rochelle. 
Julep Co., The, Sycamore, 
Koller & Koller, Villa Park. 
Wander Co., The, Villa Park. 
Morton Salk Co., Woodstock. 
B. CONTAINERS 
Celotex Corp., The, 205 West Monroe Street. 
Chicago Carton Co., 4200 South Pulaski Road. 
Container Corp. of America, 10 North Clark Street. 
Container Laboratories, Inc., 112 West Kinzie Street. 
Continental Can Co., Inc., Central Research & Engineering Division, 7622 South 
Racine Avenue. 
Continental Can Co., Inc., Millsplastiec Laboratory, 2930 North Ashland Avenue. 
Cracker Jack Co., The, 4800 West 66th Street. 
Cromwell Paper Co., 4801 South Whipple Street. 
Daubert Chemical Co., 4700 South Central Avenue. 
Ekco Products Co., 1949 North Cicero Avenue. 
Glidden Co., The, Protective Coating Division, 1856 North LeClaire Avenue. 
Inland Steel Container Co., 6532 South Menard Avenue. 
Liquid Carbonic Corp., The, 3100 South Kedzie Avenue. 
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Meyercord Co., The, 5323 West Lake Street. 

Precision Scientific Co., 3737 West Cortland Street. 

Rapid Roller Co., 2558 South Federal Street. 

Stone Container Corp., 4200 West 42d Place. 

Transparent Package Co., 3520 South Morgan Street. 

Triangle Package Machinery Co., 6655 West Diversey Avenue. 
Visking Corp., The, 6733 West 65th Street. 

White Cap Co., 1819 North Major Avenue. 

Apollo Metal Works, Bedford Park. 

Dearborn Glass Co., Bedford Park. 

Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co., Bast Chicago, Ind. 
Borg-Warner Corp., Marbon Chemical Division, Gary, Ind. 
Glidden Co., The Chemical, Metal & Pigment Division, Hammond, Ind. 
Dearborn Chemical Co., Lake Zurich. 

American Can Co., Maywood. 

Atlas Powder Co., Zapon Finishes Laboratory, North Chicago. 


ENCLOSURE 2 
Masor CHicaGo TRADE ASSOCIATIONS IN THE Foop AND CONTAINER FIELDS 


A. FOODS 


Chicago Candy Association, 306 North Union Avenue. 

Independent Grocers’ Alliance Distribution Co., 131 South Wabash Avenue. 

Mayonnaise & Salad Dressing Manufacturers Association, 100 East Ohio Street. 

National Association of Retail Grocers, 360 North Michigan Avenue. 

National Association of Retail Meat & Food Dealers, Inc., 500 North Dearborn. 

National Cheese Institute, Inc., 100 North Franklin Street. 

National Confectioners’ Association of the U.S., Inc., 36 South Wabash Avenue. 

National Fruit & Syrup Manufacturers’ Association, 38 South Dearborn Street. 

National Pickle Packers Association, 202 South Marion Street, Oak Park. 

National Retail Tea & Coffee Merchants Association, 222 West North Bank 
Drive. 

National Soup Mix Association, 125 East Church Street, Libertyville. 

National Split Pea Association, 332 South Michigan Avenue. 

Research & Development Associates, Food & Container Institute, Inc. 1849 
West Pershing Road. 

Salt Producers Association, 221 North La Salle Street. 

American Meat Institute, 59 East Van Buren Street. 

American Meat Institute Foundation, 989 East 57th Street. 

National Live Stock & Meat Board, 407 South Dearborn Street. 

Packers & Sausage Manufacturers Association, 100 West Monroe Street. 

American Corn Millers Federation, 140 South Dearborn Street. 

Cereal Institute, Inc., 185 South La Salle Street. 

Chicago Association of Stock Exchange Firms, 120 South La Salle Street. 

Millers National Federation, 309 West Jackson Boulevard. 

Association of Vitamin Chemists, Inc., 7737 South Chicago Avenue. 

American Butter Institute, 110 North Franklin Street. 

American Dairy Association, 20 North Wacker Drive. 

American Dry Milk Institute, 221 North La Salle Street. 

American Farm Bureau Federation, 2300 Merchandise Mart. 

Evaporated Milk Association, 228 North La Salle Street. 

Illinois Dairy Products Association, 309 West Jackson Boulevard. 

Milk Foundation, Inc., 28 East Huron Street. 

National Cheese Institute, Inc., 110 North Franklin Street. 

National Dairy Council, 111 North Canal Street. 

National Poultry, Butter & Egg Association, 110 North Franklin. 

National Soybean Processors Association, 3818 Board of Trade Building. 

Poultry & Egg National Board, 185 North Wabash Avenue. 

Pure Milk Association, 343 South Dearborn Street. 

American Institute of Baking, 400 East Ontario Street. 

American Society of Bakery Engineers, 121 West Wacker Drive. 

Associated Food Retailers of Greater Chicago, Inc., 500 North Dearborn Street. 

Bakers Club of Chicago, 112 West Randolph Street. 

Canned Chop Suey Foods Industry, 332 South Michigan Avenue. 
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B. CONTAINERS 


Chicago Paper Box Suppliers Association, 1210 Ridgewood Drive, Northbrook. 
Fibre Box Association, 224 South Michigan Avenue. 
Folding Paper Box Association of America, 222 West Adams Street. 
Paraffined Carton Association, 111 West Washington Street. 

The CHarrmMan. Now, members of the committee, we will go back 
to the Air Force. 

Take these books up, Mr. Kelleher, please. 

And we will go in executive session now. 

Anyone in the committee room who is not here with the Army or 
the Air Force, please retire. 

(Whereupon, the committee proceeded in executive session. ) 


Hovse oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Tuesday, February 23, 1960. 

The committee met at 10:25 a.m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, chair- 
man, presiding. 

The CHarrmMan. We will be in order. 

Now, turn to page—— 

Mr. SiatrnsHeEK. 24. 

The Cuairman. All right, page 24, section 301. Now, proceed to 
read the section. Anyone in the committee room that is not connected 
with the Air Force and has no relation to this bill—if so, please retire. 

Mr. Siatinsuek. Title ITT, section 301. The Secretary of the Air 
Force may establish or develop military installations and facilities 
by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing 
permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects. 
Inside the United States, Air Defense Command. 

The mission of this command is to provide for the air defense of 
the continental United States. This program contains a request for 
$24,352,000 to provide operating facilities at 16 locations. Included 
within this amount, is the sum of $7,001,000 to provide facilities in 
support of Strategic Air Command heavy bomber and tanker squad- 
rons, tenants at five locations. 

The remainder of the Air Defense Command program, $17,551,000 
provides facilities needed to support the basic mission. 

Facilities in support of the Air Defense Command are also included 
in the Air Training Command program amounting to $237,000, the 
military Air Transport Service program for $103,000, the Strategic 
Air Command program for $1,483,000 and the Tactical Air Command 
program for $913,000. 

Mr. SiatinsueK. Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minn. : Main- 
tenance facilities and community facilities $307,000. 

Duluth Municipal Airport. Duluth Municipal Airport is located 
approximately 4 miles northwest of Duluth, Minn. The planned use of 
Duluth Municipal Airport is for an Air Defense Command fighter 
interceptor mission, an air defense missile mission, and an air defense 
sector headquarters. 

The program being requested amounts to $307,000 and is composed 
of the following items: 
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A precision measurement equipment laboratory for the calibration 
and maintenance of essential test equipment necessary for the ac- 
curate adjustment of subcomponents of complex weapons systems. 
No facilities are available to perform this essential requirement. 

The next item is for a trailer court to accommodate the individually 
owned trailers of assigned military personnel. Existing off-base 
courts are overcrowded, health and safety conditions are below mini- 
mum Air Force standard and most courts are beyond established per- 
mnissible'travel time and distance criteria. Existing Air Force housing 
and housing under construction does not fulfill the total family housing 
requirement for assigned personnel. This item will provide approxi- 
mately 80 percent of the total requirement for trailers. 

The last item provides a much needed addition to the noncommis- 
sioned officers’ open mess to increase the dining area, kitchen and 
storage space. ‘The requirement for open mess is 10,000 square feet, 
of which 3,850 square feet is existing, leaving a 6,150-square-foot 
deficit. The requested 3,000 square feet will satisfy approximately 
68 percent of the total requirement. 

The CuHatrman. Now, let me clear this up. Now, General, or Mr. 
Secretary, now this bill is written under the different air commands. 
How many different air commands have we today? We had some 
fixed by statute, but you abolished those on the reorganization of the 
Department of Defense. 

How many different air commands have you established ? 

Mr. Ferry. Seven, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Allright,sir. Name them off. 

Mr. Ferry: SAC 

The CHarrMan. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Ferry. Strategic Air Command. 

The CuatrmMan. Let us start with the Air Defense Command. 

Mr. Ferry. All right. We will start with the Air Defense Com- 
mand. 

The CuHatrman. Allright. 

Mr. Ferry. The Air Defense Command. 

Air Materiel Command. 

Mr. Gavin. What page? 

The Cuarman. Page 24 of the bill. 

Mr. Ferry. Air Research and Development Command; Air Train- 
ing Command; Air University; the Alaskan Air Command; and the 
Continental Air Command. 

The Cuarrman. Now, those are the—and you have the flexibility 
to establish as many commands as your military requirements war- 
‘ant you to do. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. In that connection, Mr. Chairman, MATS is not con- 
sidered as a command ? 

Mr. Ferry. I am going to add the remainder here. I was count- 
ing the major Air Force Commands within the United States. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, these items are the Air Defense Command. 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. That is for defense of continental United States. 
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Mr. Ferry. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. That is what that is. 

All right. 

Now, the first one is Duluth. Now it is on page 2 of the book. With- 
out objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Scaseanicax. The next item appears on page 6. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Wash.: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and supply facilities, $456,000. 

General Curtry. Geiger Field is located 5 miles south of Spokane, 
Wash. The planned use of this field is for an Air Defense Command 
fighter interceptor mission. The program being requested amounts 
to $456,000 for facilities at Geiger Field. 

The first item provides for the modification of the approval lighting 
system to provide roll bars to improve guidance and directional ref- 
erence essential for night operation of century series interceptor 
aircraft. 

An armament and electronics shop is the next item requested. This 
facility is required for the repair and maintenance of equipment and 
accessories used in fighter interceptor aircraft. Presently a small sub- 
standard facility of 2,742 square feet is being used to perform this 
function. The requested facility will fulfill the total requirement. 

The last item will provide a 10,000-barrel above ground jet fuel 
storage tank to complete the total requirements for this facility. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. The next item appears on page 10. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, N. Dak.: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, community facilities 
and utilities, $3,075,000. 

General Curtin. Grand Forks Air Force Base is located approxi- 
mately 16 miles west of Grand Forks, N. Dak. The planned use of 
this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter interceptor mission 
and a Strategic Air Command bomber and tanker mission. It is also 
to be used as an air defense sector headquarters. 

The total program being requested amounts to $3,075,000. Of this 
amount $1,770,000 is for five items in support of the Strategic Air 
Command. 

The remainder of the items are required to support either the Air 
Defense Command mission or all assigned units. 

The first item is a covered corrosion control facility which is re- 
quired to support the maintenance and operation of assigned Strategic 
Air Command aircraft by keeping them properly cleaned at all times 
to eliminate corrosion, drag, and assist dissipation of heat from 
engines. Severe winter weather experienced in this northern region 
necessitates a covered facility. No facilities exists that can be utilized 
for this purpose. Requested facility will satisfy the total require- 
ment for this item. 

The next item is for an addition to the base communication building 
to support the expanded mission, while 3,173 square feet exists, a de- 
ficiency of 3,748 square feet remains. This request of 1,400 square 
feet will partially fulfill the deficiency. 

The next item is for an underground duct system for telephone 
cables in support of SAC communications. This item will meet the 
total requirement for this facility. 
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The next item is requested for an operational mission training build- 
ing to house an electronic counter measure trainer, gunnery trainer, 
and cockpit procedure trainer used to support the SAC mission. No 
facilities exist that can be utilized for this purpose. Requested project 
will fulfill the requirement for this function. 

The next item is for two aircraft maintenance docks. The total re- 
quirement is for seven docks, four docks are existing, the deficiency is 
three docks. Request will satisfy two-thirds of the deficiency. 

The next item is for an addition to the armament and electronics 
shop for the storage and maintenance of electronics equipment utilized 
by the SAC bomber aircraft. B-52’s are constantly being improved 
by providing more electronic equipment and replacing old equipment 
with more complex systems. These systems now require twice as many 
checks ; therefore, this addition is required to accommodate added func- 
tions due to this increase in equipment. Requested addition will 
satisfy the total requirement for this function. 

The next item is a precision measurement equipment laboratory. 
No facility exists that can be utilized for this purpose. This project 
will satisfy the total requirement for this facility. 

The next four items are facilities required by the civil engineers 
complex to accommodate the expanded functions in support of the 
increased base mission. They are additions to the civil engineers ad- 
ministration building, maintenance shop, covered storage, and a storage 
shed. All projects are deficiencies and will satisfy the total require- 
ments for these functions. 

The next item is for a confinement facility. No facility is available 
which can be utilized for this purpose. Presently temporary confine- 
ment of prisoners is accomplished in part of the Air Police head- 
quarters building. However, this space is urgently needed for Air 
Police security and law enforcement administration and operation. 
Establishment of this facility will satisfy the total requirement at this 
base in addition to providing a facility for the confinement of prisoners 
from the other Air Force installations in the surrounding geographical 
area. 

The next item is for an addition to the noncommissioned officers open 
mess. Offbase recreational and social facilities are not only distant 
but are very limited and travel during the long winter months is ex- 
tremely difficult and hazardous. The requirement for the NCO open 
mess is 14,000 square feet, of which 6,597 square feet exists. This re- 
quest, will complete the total requirement for this facility. 

The next item is for an addition to the gymnasium which is required 
to provide sufficient space for the conduct of physical conditioning and 
sports since northern bases experience long periods of inclement 
weather. The requested addition will fulfill the total requirements 
for gymnasium facilities. 

The last item is for construction of an intermediate pumping sta- 
tion on the existing water supply main to the base. Construction of 
this station is the most economical means of providing the base with 
an increased water supply which is required as a result of the 
increased missions. The requirement for water supply is for 2,061,000 
gallons per day, existing supply furnishes 1,200,000 gallons leaving a 
defiiciency of 861,000 gallons. Requested project will fulfill the total 
requirement for water supply. 
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The CrarrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Cone.an. Mr. Chairman, just a question there. 

Going back, Mr. Secretary, where is Geiger Field ? 

Colonel Parkutiy. It isin Washington. 

Colonel EpmMonps. Spokane, Wash. 

Mr. Conetan. I know, but where is it in relation to Fairchild Air 
Force Base? 

Mr. Ferry. I do not know, sir. 

Colonel Lucas. Iam Colonel Lucas. Eleven miles east of Spokane, 
Wash. 

Mr. Price. I think your justification chart shows it 5 miles north- 
northeast. 

Colonel Lucas. I am sorry. It is 11 miles east of Fairchild. I 
thought the questiox was where is it in relation to Fairchild? 

Mr. Conean. Yes, and what function does it perform ? 

Colonel Parkuity. Geiger has a fighter interceptor squadron and 
an Air National Guard fighter interceptor squadron. 

Mr. CoHexan. I see. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. The next item. (Go ahead. 

Mr. Siatinsuexk. Page 28 of your backup book. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, Calif.: Maintenance facili- 
ties and troop housing $419,000. 

General Curtry. Hamilton Air Force Base is located 6 miles 
northeast of San Rafael, Calif. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command 
fighter interceptor mission, 4th Air Force Headquarters, a medium 
troop carrier squadron (Reserve), an Air Rescue Squadron (Reserve), 
and a light air transport squadron (CONAC). 

The total program being requested at Hamilton amounts to 
$419,000 and consists of two items: 

The first item requested is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter, 
which will be constructed as an addition to.a previously approved 
shelter. The requested facility will fulfill the total requirement. 

The second item requested provides for the replacement of sub- 
standard WW-2 mobilization barracks with a 200-man dormitory. 
The total requirement is for 1,612 spaces. There are only 1,177 stand- 
ard spaces existing. This project will provide approximately 85 
percent of the airmen housing requirement. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHek. The next item appears on page 31. K. I. Sawyer 
Municipal Airport, Marquette, Mich.: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative 
facilities, community facilities and utilities, $3,251,000. 

General Curtry. K. I. Sawyer Air Force Base is located approxi- 
mately 7 miles northeast of Gwinn, Mich. The planned use of this 
base is for an Air Defense Command fighter interceptor mission, a 
Strategic Air Command bomber and tanker mission, and an Air 
Defense Command sector headquarters. 

The total program being requested amounts to $3,251,000. Of this 
amount $1,766,000 is for five items in support of the Strategic Air 
Command mission. The remainder of the items are required to sup- 
port either the Air Defense Command mission or all assigned units. 
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The first item is for an apron access taxiway to permit the more 
efficient and safer utilization of the existing fighter interceptor opera- 
tional parking pavement. The present apron configuration restricts 
aircraft movement with resultant hazard to both aircraft and ground 
operating personnel, particularly during hours of darkness and win- 
ter operation. Winter expectancy in this area is 7 months with 
heavy snow fall and icing. 

The ‘next item is a covered corrosion control facility. which is 
required to support the maintenance and operation of assigned 
Strategic Air Command aircraft by keeping in properly cleaned 
at all times to eliminate corrosion, excessive drag and assist dissipa- 
tion of heat from engines. Severe winter weather experienced in this 
northern region necessitates a covered facility. No facility exists 
that can be utilized for this purpose. Requested facility will satisfy 
the total requirement for this item. 

The next item is an operational mission training building to house 
the training mstruments and devices scheduled for this base. These 
items consist of an electronic counter measure trainer, gunnery trainer, 
and cockpit. procedure trainer used to support the SAC mission. No 
facility exists that can be utilized: or converted for this purpose. 
Requested projects will fulfill the requirement for this function. 

The next item is for two aircraft maintenance docks. The total 
requirement is for eight docks, five docks are existing, the deficiency 
is three docks. Request will provide two-thirds of the deficiency. 

The next item is for an addition to the armament and electronics 
shop for the storage and maintenance of electronic equipment utilized 
by the SAC bomber aircraft. B-52 aircraft are constantly bein 
unproved by providing more electronic equipment and replacing ol 
equipment with more complex systems. These systems now require 
twice as many checks to maintain; therefore, this addition is required 
to accommodate added functions due to this increase in equipment. 
Requested addition will satisfy the total requirement for this func- 
tion: 

The next item is a precision measurement equipment laboratory. 
No facility exists that can be utilized or converted for this special 
purpose. This project will satisfy the total requirement for this 
facility. 

The next item is an addition to the base engineer’s administrative 
building which is required due to the increase in the base- mission 
which has doubled the number of facilities since the existing build- 
ing was constructed. The total requirement for civil engineer admin- 
istration is 6,100 square feet, of which 3,189 square feet is existing, 
leaving a deficit of 2,911 square feet. This project will fulfill the 
total requirement. 

The next item is for an unheated storage shed which is required 
by the base civil engineer to protect his equpiment and supplies from 
the weather. K. I. Sawyer is located in a humid climate, having 
extremely cold winters and hot summers with a temperature range 
from 100° to 30° d. Annual precipitation is in excess of 30 inches 
of rain and 110 inches of snow. K. I. Sawyer is a new base and there 
are no existing or programed facilities which can be utilized for this 
function. Further, there are no commercial facilities in the near 
vicinity that could be used for this type of storage. The total re- 
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quirement is for 14,500 square feet, the requested 11,520 square feet 
will fulfill approximately 80 percent of this requirement. 

The next item provides 20,000 barrels of jet fuel storage. Exist- 
ing storage is insufficient and resuppl whieh is by tank truck from 
St. Ignace, Mich., requires 24 hours’ advance notice prior to delivery. 
The total requirement for jet fuel storage is 129,863 barrels, with 
64,522 barrels, either existing or under construction, leaving a deficit 
of 65,311 barrels. The requested project will be to fill approximately 
65 percent of the requirement. 

he next item is for an addition to the air base group head- 
quarters building. This addition is necessary to provide sufficient 
space for administration of base headquarters activities which have 
increased as a result of mission increases. The existing facility is 
totally inadequate and has forced the interim use of a portion of 
existing dormitory and BOQ space for administrative functions. 
There are no other facilities existing that can be converted or uti- 
lized for this purpose. If this project is not provided continued 
utilization will have to be made of the dormitory and BOQ which 
will result in a shortage of this critically needed space. The re- 
quested project will fulfill the total requirement for this function. 

The next item is a wing headquarters building to house the wing 
commander, control room, and other staff officers necessary for the 
support of the assigned SAC mission. There are no facilities exist- 
ing that can be converted or utilized for this function. This project 
will satisfy the total requirement. 

The next item is a trailer court to accommodate the individually 
owned trailers of assigned military personnel. Community facilities 
are high in cost, inadequate, beyond established traveling time and 
distance criteria, and below minimum Air Force standards. Exist- 
ing Air Force housing and housing under construction does not ful- 
fill the total requirement for this function. 

The next item is a confinement facility. No facility exists that 
can be utilized or converted for this pu . Currently prisoners 
requiring confinement are transported to Kincheloe Air Force Base, 
190 miles distant. 

This is both a costly and time-consuming procedure. Further, this 
necessitates the diversion of Air Police from their normal security and 
law enforcement duties. This project will fulfill the total require- 
ment for this function. 

The next two items provide for an addition to the existing chapel 
and chapel annex and the commissary store, to accommodate increase 
in personnel. The existing chapel with annex was constructed to 
support a single fighter interceptor squadron. The addition of a 
S C and SAGE mission to this base makes the existing facility 
totally inadequate. 

The total chapel requirement is for 900 seats, with 150 seats exist- 
ing this leaves a deficit of 750 seats. The requested addition will 
provide a capacity of 30 percent of the total requirement. A com- 
missary store is required to provide an accessible location for the 
purchase of foodstuff by base personnel. There will soon be over 
1,200 families who will occupy onbase housing. K. I. Sawyer Air 
Force Base is located in an area that is subject to hazardous driving 
conditions in the winter and the nearest adequate food shopping 
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center is located approximately 22 miles from the base. Distance 
from adequate facilities, together with hazardous winter driving 
makes it necessary that the existing inadequate store be enlarged so 
that all families living on base can be accommodated. The total re- 
quirement is for 17,589 square feet. Existing 7,589 square feet leaves 
a deficit of 10,000 square feet which is being requested. 

The last item requested is for the onbase portion of a road con- 
necting the east base boundary with highway U.S. 41. The offbase 
portion is contained in the access road program. This additional 
entrance road is essential for the efficient control and separation of 
operational traffic, private autos, and domestic service traffic. 

The only public road presently serving K. I. Sawyer Air Force 
Base is county road 553 which lies west of the base and parallel to 
the main runway. All vehicular traffic entering or leaving the base 
from county road 553 must cross the instrument runway approach 
zone and through the alert hangar and main base ammunition stor- 
age areas. 

The Cuarman. Without objection that item is approved. 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Gupser. May I ask a few questions ? 

Did you say that was a municipal airport? 

Mr. SuatrnsHek. K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, 
Mich. 

Mr. Gusser. And it isa SAC operation ? 

Mr. Kevttener. ADC. 

Mr. Ferry. Air Defense Command. 

Colonel Parkutitt. And SAC will come in there, too. 

Mr. Gupser. I thought I saw SAC, too. 

Thank you. 

The CHarrMan. Read the next. 

Mr. SLATINSHER. Page 49 of the backup book. 

Kingsley Field, Klamath Falls, Oreg.: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, medical facilities, and community facilities, 
$299,000. 

General Curtrn. Kingsley Field is located approximately 5 miles 
southeast of Klamath Falls, Oreg. An Air Defense Command fighter 
interceptor mission is the planned use for this base. The total pro- 
gram being requested at Kingsley is $299,000 for four items. 

The first item provides for the construction of a warmup holding 
pad at the south end of the primary instrument runway to improve 
the operational efficiency of this field. The only pad now existing 
is at the north end of the runway almost 2 miles distant. 

The second item requested is a precision measurement equipment 
laboratory. No facility exists that can be utilized or converted for 
the purpose. 

The next item is an addition to the existing dispensary to provide 
a flight surgeon’s clinic, which urgently required to provide adequate 
space for aviation medicine activities and sufficient office and examin- 
ing room space for assigned physicians. The requirement for medi- 
cal space is for 8,694 square feet of which 5,894 square feet exists, 
leaving a 2,800 square foot deficit. The requested project will fulfill 
the total requirement. 
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The last item requested for this base is the addition of an annex 
to the existing 150-seat chapel for religious activities. Currently 
utilization is being made of the officers dining hall. Such utiliza- 
tion of a make-do facility which is available only on Sunday, seriously 
curtails conduct of weekday activities. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SuatinsHek. Page 54 of your backup book. 

Kincheloe Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Mich.: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad- 
ministrative facilities, troop housing, and community facilities, 
$4,548,000. 

General Curtin. Kincheloe Air Force Base is located approxi- 
mately 18 miles southwest of Kinross, Mich. The planned use of 
this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter interceptor mission, 
and air defense missile mission, and a Strategic Air Command 
bomber and tanker mission. 

The total program being requested amounts to $4,548,000. Of this 
amount $1,955,000 is required for five items to support the Strategic 
Air Command mission. The remainder of the items are required 
to support either the Air Defense Command mission or all assigned 
units. 

The first item is a warmup holding pad. Warmup holding pads 
are required to provide an area for the final portion of warmup and 
instrument and engine checks without interrupting normal traffic. 
They permit uninterrupted flow of traffic between taxiway and run- 
way in case of breakdowns or malfunctions. A pad permits the 
holding of an aircraft awaiting clearance for takeoff without block- 
ing the runway or taxiways. The requirement for warmup holding 
pad is 48,933 square yards of which 33,633 square yards exists or is 
under construction, leaving a deficit of 15,300 square yards. This 
request will complete the total requirement for this facility. 

The next item is a covered corrosion control facility which is re- 
quired to support the maintenance and operation of assigned Stra- 
tegic Air Command aircraft by keeping them properly cleaned at 
all times to eliminate corrosion, excessive drag, and assist dissipation 
of heat from engines. Severe winter weather experienced in this 
northern region necessitates a covered facility. No facility exists 
that can be used or converted for this purpose. 

This project will satisfy the total requirements for this function. 

The next item is for the installation of 1,500 feet of U.S. National 
Standard Approach lighting at the secondary—southeast—end of the 
primary instrument runway. This lighting is essential for the safe 
and efficient operation of high-performance jet aircraft assigned to 
this base. More than 35 percent of all aircraft landings use this run- 
way approach. 

The next item is narrow gage and centerline runway lighting which 
is one of the essential components of an integrated approach and land- 
ing system required at bases chosen as an area “safe haven” for re- 
covery of aircraft during periods of extremely adverse weather con- 
ditions. This lighting consists of a system of high-intensity lights 
embedded 30 feet. from and parallel to the centerline of the runway 
for the first 3,200 feet, the landing zone. From this point, smaller 
lights are embedded at regular intervals along the remainder of the 
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runway to allow for accurate directional control and normal decelera- 
tion. The requested item will fulfill the total requirement for this 
special facility. 

The next item is an operational mission training building to house 
the training instruments and devices scheduled for this base. These 
items consist of an electronic countermeasure trainer, gunnery trainer, 
and cockpit procedure trainer used to support the SAC mission. No 
buildings exist that can be used or converted for this purpose. Re- 
quested project will fulfill the requirement for this function. 

The next item is for two aircraft maintenance docks. The total 
requirement is for seven docks with four docks existing. This leaves 
a deficit of three docks. This project will satisfy two-thirds of the 
deficiency. 

The next item is for an addition to the armament and electronics 
shop for the storage and maintenance of electronic equipment used by 
the SAC bomber aircraft. B-52 aircraft are constantly being im- 
proved by providing more electronic equipment and replacing old 
equipment with more complex systems. These systems require twice 
as many checks to maintain. Therefore, this addition is required to 
accommodate added functions due to the increase in equipment. Re- 
quested addition will satisfy the total requirement for this function. 

The next item is for a ground power equipment shop which is re- 
quired for the maintenance and repair of approximately 347 pieces 
of equipment. Currently this function in support of the fighter- 
interceptor squadron is being performed on an interim basis in an 
existing butler building. This building is not adequate to support 
the entire mission in either space or shop area. If the requested proj- 
ect is approved the existing buildings will be used to satisfy a part 
of the requirement for the storage of this very important equipment. 
The requirement for ground power equipment shop is 24,915 square 
feet, of which 4,000 square feet is existing and 8,000 square feet has 
been previously programed, leaving a 12,915-square-foot deficit. The 
requested facility will fulfill approximately 65 percent of the total 
requirement. 

The next item is a precision measurement equipment laboratory. 
No facility exists that can be used or converted for this special pur- 
pose. This project will fulfill the total requirement for this function. 

The next item is a maintenance shop for the base civil engineer. 
Additional maintenance shop space combined with replacement of 
the existing space is necessary to provide a means whereby the base 
civil engineer group can accomplish the repair and maintenance of 
real property valued in excess of $80 million. It is imperative that 
adequate maintenance be performed on these facilities to avoid costly 
repairs and replacements. Present shop space of 8,127 square feet 
is located in two separate buildings that are inadequate to handle the 
increased workload as a result of the base expansion in support of the 
SAC mission. There are no other facilities existing or programed 
which could satisfy this requirement for shop space. If the requested 
project is accomplished the existing two buildings will be utilized in 
support of the need for additional civil engineer’s administration 
space and for covered storage of his supplies and equipment. This 
project will fulfill the total requirement of civil engineer maintenance 


shop. 
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The next item is a cold storage food building which is required for 
the storage of perishable subsistence prior to its issue to the commis- 
sary store or dining halls. Currently this function is being per- 
formed in 1,050 square feet of space in the corner of warehouse No. 1. 
However, this space is totally inadequate and a constant acceptable 
temperature cannot be maintained. This space should be returned 
to normal warehouse use as the need is urgent. This project will sat- 
isfy the total requirement for cold storage. 

The next item is air police headquarters building. This building 
is required to provide operational and administrative space for the 
air police and provost marshal functions. These functions are pres- 
ently located in a canvas “Jamesway” building which is totally inade- 
quate and will be demolished upon completion of this project. The 
excessive period of subzero weather experienced at this te , the lack 
of adequate heat and the overcrowded working conditions make the 
present building entirely unsatisfactory. This project will satisfy 
the total requirement for this facility. 

The next item requested is for bachelor officer housing. The require- 
ment is for 98 men. There is housing existing for 49 men, leaving a 
deficit of 49 men. The request in this program is for 24 men, leaving a 
deficiency of 25 spaces. 

The next item is for an addition to the existing chapel and chapel 
annex. 

The existing chapel with annex was constructed to support a single 
fighter interceptor squadron. The addition of a SAC and defense 
missile mission to this base in addition to the construction of 1,190 
housing units makes the existing facility very inadequate. This base 
is isolated and 6 months of the year, due to icy conditions, driving on 
the roads is hazardous. The chapel requirement is for 600 seats. 
There are 150 seats existing, leaving a deficit of 450 seats. This project 
will provide the base with a total of one-half of its requirement. 

The next items is exchange sales store. An adequate exchange sales 
store is required to meet the needs of the assigned personnel and to 
support satellite exchanges at other military installations within the 
geographical area. The existing building of 4,098 square feet is sub- 
standard for exchange purposes due to its size, location, layout, and 
lack of expansibility. It is being used to its fullest. capacity. En- 
largement of the existing substandard facility is not feasible from an 
engineering or economical standpoint. The nearest commercial shop- 
ping center is 22 miles from the base and hazardous road conditions 
during 6 months of the year make travel hazardous. Upon comple- 
tion of the requested facility the existing building will be utilized for 
the base library. 

The next item is for an addition to the NCO open mess. The total 
requirement is for 14,000 square feet of which 4,400 square feet is 
existing, leaving a deficit of 9,600 square feet. The requested project 
will satisfy the total requirement for this function. 

The last item requested is an officer’s open mess. Presently, this 
function is being conducted in 3,260 square feet of the officer’s dining 
hall. This space is totally inadequate and upon completion of the 
requested project it will revert to use as officer’s dining hall. Although 
this project will only fulfill about one-half of the requirement for this 
facility, it does provide the minimum facility that will help relieve the 
undesirable situation currently existing. 
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The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsueKk. Page 74 of your backup book, “McChord Air 
Force Base, Tacoma, Washington, Operational facilities and mainte- 
nance facilities, $854,000.” 

General Curtin. McChord Air Force Base is located approximately 
1 mile south of Tacoma, Wash. The planned use of this base is for an 
Air Defense Command fighter-interceptor mission, a Strategic Air 
Command tanker mission, a Military Air Transport Command troop 
carrier wing, and an Air Defense Command division and sector 
headquarters. 

The program being requested for McChord totals $854,000. Of this 
amount $142,000 will provide jet blast deflectors in support of the 
Strategic Air Command’s mission. ‘This project is required to sup- 
port the change in type of aircraft from propeller driven to jet. 

The remaining two items requested are an aircraft weapons cali- 
bration shelter and an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop. 

A weapons calibration shelter is required to perform scheduled and 
unscheduled boresighting and harmonization of installed fixed fire 
control weapons systems on assigned aircraft. This request will sat- 
isfy 50 percent of the total requirement. No facilities are available 
that ean be utilized for this special purpose. 

An aircraft engine and inspection repair shop is required for the 
maintenance of the 275 jet and reciprocating engines of the ADC, 
MATS, and SAC assigned aircraft. There are no structures existing 
that can be converted or utilized for this purpose. In the interim, 
engine maintenance is currently done on the floor of two aircraft 
maintenance hangars. Such utilization is unsuitable for engine main- 
tenance and this hangar space is required for the troop carrier and 
tanker aircraft. This item will meet the total requirement for this 
facility. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsueKk. Page 78 of your backup book, “Minot Air Force 
Base, Minot, N. Dak., Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, 
54,180,000.” 

General Curtin. Minot Air Force Base is located approximately 
14 miles north of Minot, N. Dak. The planned use of this base is for 
an Air Defense Command fighter-interceptor mission, and air defense 
missile mission, and Air Defense Command sector headquarters, and a 
Strategic Air Command bomber and tanker mission. 

The total program being requested amounts to $4,180,000. Of this 
amount $1,368,000 is for two items in support of the Strategic Air 
Command mission. ‘The remainder of the items are required to sup- 
port either the Air Defense Command mission or all assigned units. 

The first item is an addition to the base communications building 
to support the expanded mission. While 2,973 square feet exists, a 
deficiency of 3,948 square feet remains. This request of 2,000 square 
feet will partially fulfill the deficiency. 

The next item is narrow gage and centerline runway lighting which 
is one of the essential components of an integrated approach and land- 
ing system required at bases chosen as an area safe haven, for recovery 
of aircraft during periods of extremely adverse weather conditions. 
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This lighting consists of a system of high intensity lights embedded 
30 feet from and parallel to the centerline of the runway for the first 
3,200 feet, the landing zone. From this point, smaller lights are em- 
bedded at regular intervals along the runway centerline for the re- 
mainder of the runway to allow for accurate directional control and 
normal deceleration. The requested project will fulfill the total re- 
quirement for this special facility. 

The next item is for two aircraft maintenance docks. The total 
requirement is for seven docks; with four docks existing, this leaves 
a deficit of three docks. This project will satisfy two-thirds of the 
deficiency. 

The next item is for an auto storage shed. This facility is an open, 
unheated building which is required for the storage of vehicles that 
must be readily available to perform the base mission efficiently. No 
such facility now exists. This project will fulfill the total requirement. 

The next item is a shop for refueling vehicles. There are 34 ve- 
hicles assigned to this base for support of the ADC and SAC missions. 
A special maintenance and repair facility is required for the servicing 
of refueling vehicles due to hazardous fumes. This function cannot 
be performed under contract in the local area because of the lack 
of adequate commercial garage facilities to handle these large semi- 
trailer vehicles and their inability to meet safety requirements. There 
are no other facilities existing or programed in which this work can 
be performed. The requested project will satisfy approximately 82 
percent of the total requirement. 

The next item is for an addition to the armament and electronics 
shop for the storage and maintenance of electronic equipment utilized 
by the SAC bomber aircraft. B-52 aircraft are constantly being 
improved by providing more electronic equipment and replacing old 
equipment with more complex systems. These systems now require 
twice as many checks to maintain, therefore, this addition is required 
to accommodate added functions due to this increase in equipment. 
Requested addition will satisfy the full requirement for this function. 

The next item is a precision measurement equipment laboratory. 
No facility exists that can be utilized or converted for this special pur- 
pose. This propect will fulfill the total requirement for this function. 

The next three items are facilities required by the civil engineer’s 
complex to accommodate the expanded functions in support of the 
increased base mission. They are additions to the maintenance shop, 
covered storage, and a storage shed. All projects are deficiencies and 
will satisfy the total requirement for these functions. 

The next item is for an addition to the existing base warehouse. The 
total requirement is for 130,728 square feet, with 94,214 square feet 
existing, leaving a deficit of 36,514 square feet. This project will 
satisfy 88 percent of the requirement. 

The next item requested is for bachelor officer housing. The require- 
ment is for 123 man-spaces and while 82 man-spaces exist or are under 
construction, there is a deficit of 41 man-spaces. The 20 man-spaces 
requested in this program will still leave a deficiency. 

The next item as a confinement facility. No facility exists that can 
be utilized or converted for this function. Presently, temporary con- 
finement of prisoners is accomplished in part of the Air Police head- 
quarters building. However, this space is urgently needed for Air 
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Police security and law enforcement administration and operations. 

Establishment of this facility at Minot will satisfy the total require- 
ment at this base in addition to providing a facility for the consolida- 
tion of prisoners from the other Air Force installations in the sur- 
rounding geographical area. 

The next item for an addition to the commissary store. A commis- 
sary is required to be in an accessible location for the purchase of food- 
stuffs by personnel living in Government onbase family housing. 
Minot AFB is located in an area that is subject to hazardous driving 
conditions during the 7 months of severe winter and the base is 
located approximately 14 miles from Minot. Distance from adequate 
facilities, together with hazardous winter driving makes it necessary 
that the existing inadequate store be enlarged so that all families living 
on base can be accommodated. The total requirement is for 18,910 
square feet, while 11,168 square feet exists, leaving a deficit of 7,742 
square feet which is being requested. 

The next item is an addition to the officers open mess. The total 
requirement is for 14,000 square feet, of which 6,625 square feet is exist- 
ing, leaving a 7,375-square feet deficit. The requested project will ful- 
fill the total requirement. The present facility is overcrowded and 
there are no other facilities on base to meet this requirement. 

The next item is for an addition to the gymnasium which is re- 
quired to provide sufficient space for the conduct of physical condi- 
tioning and sports so essential at northern bases, experiencing long 
periods of inclement weather. The requested addition will fulfill the 
total requirement for gymnasium facilities. 

The last item requested will provide an addition to the central 
heating plant in lieu of using individual plants in each building. 
The total capacity required is 4,600 horsepower of which 3,350 horse- 
power is existing or under construction, leaving a deficit of 1,250 
horsepower which will be wholly satisfied by the construction of this 
project. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHek. Page 97 of your backup book. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Mass., operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, and supply facilities, $451,000. 

General Curtis. Otis Air Force Base is located approximately 7 
miles northeast of Falmouth, Mass. The planned use of this base is 
for an Air Defense Command fighter interceptor mission, an air de- 
fense missile mission, three airborne early warning and control squad- 
rons, and Strategic Air Command tanker mission. 

The eirtiseirety vise requested for Otis totals $451,000 and consists 
of the following three items: 

The first item is for replacement of widely separated and inade- 
quate temporary facilities to provide a base communications building. 
The requirement for this facility is 9,321 square feet. Of the 11,510 
square feet existing, only 1,280 square feet is usable, leaving an 8,040 
square feet deficit. The requested standard designed project will 
satisfy 92 percent of the deficiency. 

The next item is a precision measurement equipment laboratory. 
No facilities are available that can be utilized for this special purpose. 
Requested item will meet the total requirement for this facility. 
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The last item is for modification of the existing aviation fuel stor- 
age and dispensing system from a hydraulic type (aqua) to a me- 
chanical system. With the aqua type system and aged equipment, the 
possibility of malfunction is possible with the consequence of water 
being introduced into aircraft servicing units. Completion of this 
preset will provide a facility capable of storing all types of aviation 

uel. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Page 1001 of your backup book. Oxnard Air 
Force Base, Camarillo, Calif. Maintenance facilities, community 
facilities, and real estate, $732,000. 

General Curtis. Oxnard Air Force Base is located approximately 2 
miles west of Camarillo, Calif. The planned use of this base is for 
an Air Defense Command fighter interceptor mission. 

The program being requested contains $732,000 for facilities at 
Oxnard, consisting of the following items: 

The first item requested provides for an aircraft weapons calibra- 
tion shelter needed to properly maintain the fire control systems on 
assigned fighter interceptor aircraft. 

No facilities are available that can be utilized for this special pur- 
pose. This item will satisfy 50 percent of the total requirement. 

The next item involves modification of an existing hangar for an 
armament and electronics shop to maintain and repair all airborne 
equipment and accessories used in fighter interceptor aircraft. Space 
presently being utilized is 4,828 square feet in a shop lean-to to the 
field maintenance hangar. This lean-to furnishes only about 30 per- 
cent of the required space and does not provide the environment es- 
sential to maintenance of electronic equipment. The requirement for 
armament and electronics shop is 12,650 square feet. This item will 
fulfill the total requirement for this facility. 

The next item is for a 150-seat chapel with annex. Limited serv- 
ices are presently being held in a small 1,000-square-foot supply room 
which is totally inadequate and cannot fulfill the religious program 
requirements at this base. Adjacent community religious facilities 
cannot handle the additional military load. With the recent com- 
pletion and occupancy of family housing, the need for this facility 
has increased. Upon completion of this project the presently util- 
ized space will revert to its intended use as a supply room. The 
requested item will satisfy 75 percent of the chapel requirement at 
Oxnard. 

The last item requested in this program is for the acquisition of 
clearance easements over the land in the approach zone at the west 
end of the runway to preclude erection of oil drilling rigs in this 
critical area, 

The CuamrmMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Page 106 of your backup book. 

Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Wash. : Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, and community facilities, $1,985,000. 

General Curtis. Paine Air Force Base is located 6 miles southwest 
of Everett, Wash. The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense 
Command fighter interceptor mission, an air defense missile mission, 
and a Reserve troop carrier mission. 
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The total program being requested amounts to $1,985,000 and con- 
sists of the following seven items: 

The first item requested is additional operational apron to relieve 
congested, inadequate parking space and to improve operational 
efficiency. 

The next item is for approach lighting on the north end of the 
primary instrument runway. Approach lighting is required to pro- 
vide a means of accurate runway orientation for pilots during the 
critical period in which they transition from instrument approach to 
visual landing under minimum ceilings and visibility. The proposed 
facility will provide the pilot with a means for identification of the 
runway centerline and threshhold location under low visibility 
conditions. 

Due to its location, Paine AFB has a great deal of precipitation and 
IFR weather. This project will provide the best available approach 
lighting system and allow aircraft the maximum safety margin they 
need to operate during severe weather conditions. The existing 1,000 
feet. of lighting is inadequate for high speed jet fighter aircraft. 

The next item requested will provide shelters for combat-ready 
fighter interceptor aircraft. Shelters make it possible for an ADC 
fighter squadron to maintain a high in-commission rate during periods 
of adverse weather. Need for these shelters is emphasized in ADC by 
the urgency of scrambles and the necessity for rapid turnaround of air- 
= Requested project will fulfill the total requirement for this 

acility. 

The next item is for an aircraft weapons calibration shelter needed 
to perform scheduled and unscheduled boresighting and harmonization 
of installed fixed fire control on assigned fighter aircraft. No facili- 
ties are availavle that can be used or converted for this special purpose. 
Requests will satisfy 50 percent of the total requirements. 

The next item is a ground power equipment shop which is required 
for the maintenance and repair of approximately 156 pieces of equip- 
ment. Currently maintenance requirements are being partially met 
by use of a small 1,248-square-foot wooden building which is on 
temporary loan from the Air Force Reserve unit, most maintenance is 
performed out of doors. This is an unsatisfactory operation in every 
respect. The annual average of 192 days of rain compounds the prob- 
lem of out-of-doors maintenance and increases the malfunction rate. 
The availability of reliable GSE has a direct effect on the operational 
capability of the tactical unit. This item will satisfy approximately 
50 percent of the total requirement for ground power equipment 
facilities. 

The next item is for a precision measurement equipment labora- 
tory. No facility exists that can be used or converted for this pur- 
pose. This project will fulfill the total requirement for this item. 

The last item is for a gymnasium to maintain and promote the physi- 
cal conditioning and well-being of assigned military personnel. This 
project is necessary to provide minimum indoor recreational facili- 
ties for a base located in an area dominated by inclement weather. 
Long rainy seasons limit outdoor activities to a small portion of the 
year. No facility or building exists that can be used or converted 
into a gymnasium. The only present indoor recreational facility 
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consists of a four-lane bowling alley. The requested item will ful- 
fill the total requirement for a gymnasium. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SuatinsHeK. Page 114 of your backup k. “Richards- 
Gebaur Air Force Base, Kansas City, Mo., Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and utilities, $286,000.” 

General Curtin. Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base is located 1 
mile northwest of Belton, Mo. The planned use of this base is for 
an Air Defense Command fighter-interceptor mission, an air defense 
sector and division headquarters; a Reserve troop carrier and naviga- 
tional training mission of the Continental Air Command. 

The total program being requested amounts to $286,000 and in- 
cludes the following four items: 

The first item is for an addition to the approach lighting system. 
The requirement for approach lighting is 3,000 feet. Existing or 
under construction totals 2,400 feet, leaving a deficiency of 600 feet. 
The requested project will satisfy the total requirement for this 
facility. Approach lighting is necessary to provide a means of accu- 
rate runway orientation for pilots during the critical period in which 
they transition from instrument approach to visual landing condi- 
tions under minimum ceilings and visibility. 

The next item is for a precision measurement equipment laboratory. 
No facility exists that can be used or converted for this purpose. 
Requested project will fulfill the total requirement for this facility. 

The next item is for an addition to the civil engineers maintenance 
shop. The total requirement is for 11,800 square feet, of which 5,600 
square feet is existing, leaving a deficit of 6,200 square feet which is 
requested in this program. Base expansion, since the original shop 
was constructed, makes the existing facility totally inadequate and 
this addition necessary. 

The last item is for a separate petroleum drainage disposal system 
to prevent accumulation of volatile fumes in the base storm sewers. 
Normally, concentration of Avgas or jet fuel in the storm sewer would 
be so small that it would not create a hazard. However, it is possible 
that through malfunction of the refueling operation or a leak in the 
existing system the concentration of Avgas or JP-4 could increase 
to a hazardous condition. This project will prevent such a hazardous 
condition. 

The CHarrman. Now, we find that that will be warranted to be re- 
duced to $240,000. 

From our investigation, we think that should come down from 
$286,000 to $240,000. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Keiiener. And a change in the language, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, and a change in the language. We will strike 
out “and utilities.” 

Mr. Bares. What item, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Ketiener. It is a drainage disposal, $46,000, for overflow of 
POL. 

The Cuatrman. We read every one of these items line by line. We 
havea great many of them 





Mr. Harpy. We will not get time to read these items line by line, 
will we? 
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The Cuarrman. Yes, you can have time. 

Mr. Harpy. When are we going to get time to read them, Mr. 
Chairman? After the bill is passed? 

The Cuarman. No, sir, you can read them now. 

Mr. Harpy. I tried to run across one of them that had several mil- 
lion dollars involved, but I just gave up because you could not read 
them as fast as you are going. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 
Now, the next one—— 

Mr. SiatinsHek. Page 119 of your backup book. “Selfridge Air 
Force Base, Mount Clemens, Mich., operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, and community facilities, $1,383,000.” 

General Currin. Selfridge Air Force Base is located approxi- 
mately 3 miles northwest of Mount Clemens, Mich. The planned use 
of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter-interceptor mis- 
sion, a Strategic Air Command tanker mission, and the following 
Continental Air Command missions: 10th Air Force headquarters, a 
Reserve air rescue squadron, a Reserve navigational training squad- 
ron, and a Reserve troop carrier squadron. 

The total program being requested amounts to $1,383,000 and con- 
sists of the following items: 

The first item is for the installation of 15,000 feet of V—5 national 
standard approach lighting at the secondary (south) end of the 
primary instrument runway. This runway lighting is essential for 
the safe and efficient operation of the high-performance jet aircraft 
assigned to this base. More than 35 percent of all aircraft landings 
use this runway approach. 

The next item is narrow gage and centerline runway lighting, 
which is one of the essential components of an integrated approach 
and landing system required at bases chosen as an area “safe hevion” 
for recovery of aircraft during periods of extremely adverse weather 
conditions. This lighting consists of a system of high-intensity lights 
embedded 30 feet from and parallel to the centerline of the runway 
for the first 3,200 feet of the landing zone. From this point, smaller 
lights are embedded at. regular intervals along the runway centerline 
for the remainder of the runway to allow for accurate directional 
control and normal deceleration. The requested item will fulfill the 
total requirement for this special facility. 

The next item is an armament and electronics shop which is needed 
to maintain and repair the delicate electronic equipment and acces- 
sories used in fighter-interceptor aircraft assigned to this base. 
Presently maintenance is being performed on an interim basis in an 
existing inadequate temporary building of 2,740 square feet. Upon 
completion of this project it will be used as a flight line maintenance 
control shop. The total requirement for armament and electronics 
shop is 12,650 square feet. The requested project will satisfy this 
requirement. 

The last item is a service club. The existing service club of 7,028 
square feet is an interim facility in a temporary messhall constructed 
in 1942 with a proposed life of 10 years, which has deteriorated be- 
yond euamnied repair. It will be razed to make space for the new 
club. The total requirement for service club is 27,800 square feet, the 
requested 19,800 square feet will fulfill approximately 70 percent of 
the requirement. 
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Mr. Harpy. You have not. had a'service club there before, have you ’ 

I have not seen this book before, Mr. Chairman. I just: wondered 
about that. 

Colonel Parkuimu. They are presently using a small temporary 
World War II structure for a service club. We wish to replace that. 

Mr. Harpy. It is substandard, I take it, as of now? 

Colonel Parknuw. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Because of its size and because of its condition. 

The CHatrman. Any further questions on this item? 

Mr, Harpy. Let him answer that one, would you, Mr. Chairman. 

I would be grateful if you would, please, sir. 

The Cuarrman, I cannot hear you. What did you say, sir? 

Mr. Harpy. I asked a question. I think maybe the reporter could 
read it back. 

archaea Parkui.y. All right, sir, it is substandard and it is too 
small. 

Mr. Harpy. But, has your population increased at the post? 

Colonel Parkuiiy. Yes, sir. We are expecting the strength of the 
base to double, 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you very much. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Read your next one. 

Mr yeahs etna Page 124 of backup book. “Suffolk County 
Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, N.Y., Maintenance facilities 
and community facilities, $411,000.” 

General Curtin. Suffolk County Air Force Base is located 8 miles 
northeast of Westhampton Beach, N.Y. The planned use of this 
base is for an Air Defense Command fighter-interceptor mission and 
and air defense missile mission. 

The program request contains $411,000 for Suffolk County and 
consists of three items. 

The first item is for an aircraft weapons calibration shelter. This 
facility is needed so that harmonization of installed fire-control 
systems on assigned fighter aircraft can be made. No facilities 
exist that can be used or converted for this purpose. This item 
will fulfill 50 percent of the requirement for this item. 

The next item involves modification of an existing hangar for 
an armament and electronics shop to maintain and repair all air- 
borne equipment and accessories used in fighter-interceptor aircraft. 
This activity is now being accomplished in the limited space of 8,993 
square feet in four substandard cy ain This arrangement is in- 
efficient and inadequate. The requirements for armament and elec- 
tronics shop is 12,650 square feet. This item will fulfill the total 
requirement for this facility and will obviate the necessity of con- 
struction of a new building for the purpose intended. 

The last item requested is a trailer court to accommodate the indi- 
vidually owned trailers of assigned military personnel. This base is 
located in a semi-isolated resort area catering to summer tourists. As 
a consequence, existing trailer parks in the community are under- 
developed, of a temporary nature, costly, inadequate, deficient in 
minimum health standards, and below minimum Air Force standards. 
Existing housing does not fulfill the total family housing requirement 
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for assigned personnel. This item will provide approximately 50 
percent of the total requirement for trailers. 

The CnarrmMan. Any questions on this item ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarman. Without. objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsuEK. Page 128 of your backup book. 

“Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Fla., Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and utilities, $1,715,000.” 

General Curtiy. Tyndall Air Force Base is located approximately 
7 miles southeast of Panama City, Fla. The planned use of this base 
is for an Air Defense Command weapons employment center. The 
program requested for Tyndall amounts to $1,715,000, which consists 
of the following items: 

The first item is for a power check pad to be used while performing 
full power engine check. The pad previously used had to be removed 
in order to construct the access taxiway which supports the runway 
extension which is under construction. This facility will be utilized 
to support ear rereC 200 Century series and supporting aircraft 
assigned to this base. 

The next item is an addition to the flightline fire station to accom- 
modate longer fire apparatus and provide space for the inspection 
and maintenance of fire equipment and apparatus. 

The next item requested is for a personal flight equipment building 
which is needed to provide a consolidated facility for the issue, 
inspection, maintenance, and replacement of all high altitude pressure 
suits. This facility will care for equipment valued at approximately 
$2 million. The temporary building now being used as an interim 
facility will be razed when the requested facility is constructed. This 
item will fulfill the total requirement for this facility. 

The next item is to provide adequate operation space for three 
temporary duty squadrons deployed to Tyndall for missile and rocket 
firing. Functions are presently housed in tents, trailers, and line 
shacks placed along a highly congested flightline. 

The next item is for an automotive maintenance shop. Presently 
10 widely dispersed, temporary type structures totaling approxi- 
mately 26,000 square feet are being utilized for the seuamelidanien of 
automotive maintenance. All of these buildings have inadequate and 
unsafe wiring and lighting facilities. Some have no water, heat, or 
sewage facilities. The requested project of 18,000 square feet will pro- 
vide a little over 50 percent of the required 33,000 square feet. 

The next item is for a ground power equipment ~ to support 7 

roximately 466 pieces of equipment. Present facility is a small, 
badly deteriorated temporary building of World War II vintage that 
will be razed upon completion of this project. The requested project 
will satisfy the total requirement for this facility. 

The next item is for a precision measurement equipment laboratory. 
The last item requested in this program is to increase the capacity of 
the existing sewage, treatment, and disposal plant to process the addi- 
tional sewage resulting from the increase in personnel. 

The CrarrmMan. Now, upon an examination of this item we think it 
can be reduced down to $1,598,000. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, state what we are eliminating and why the 
reduction. 
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Mr. Ke.vener. It is the addition to a fire station, Mr. Chairman. 
The existing fire station is a hazard to flight there and in addition 
would constitute even a greater hazard to flight. Therefore, the De- 
partment—you felt, should build another station in another location 
and remove the disability next year. 

Mr. Bares. What is that personal equipment there, Mr. Chairman? 

Colonel Parkuiuu. It is for the personal equipment—the parachutes 
and flying clothing of the fighter pilots that work out of Tyndall. 

Mr. Bares. What are they using now ? 

Colonel Parkuiti. They have 5,000 square feet of a temporary 
building, which is too small. We wish to replace that with an 18,744- 
square-foot building. 

Mr. Ferry. No parachutes and such. 

Colonel Parkuin. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 
If there are no further questions, we will agree to that. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a general question 
on the item that was brought up a moment ago. When you said the 
personnel at Selfridge was to double: I notice in many of the items 
your personnel is going up, your planned personnel. With a tendency 
to decrease the personnel in the services, how do you get the projection 
of these increases ? 

Colonel Parkuim.. Well, with the buildup of the SAC bomber mis- 
sions, for example—in the case of Selfridge that is a tanker mission— 
most of our construction in this bill, of course, is in support of the 
new missions and the expanding missions. 

Mr, Price. You have your limitations on overall personnel. Now, 
where is the increase in these particular bases coming from ? 

General Curtin. Some of these increases are coming from reductions 
in the headquarters and reductions in the support elements, in order 
to provide the increased personnel required for the operational units. 

For example, some of them are currently scheduled to come right 
out of the Pentagon, perhaps. 

Mr. Price. Well, then, aed it reflect the programing and planning 
toclose any existing installations in the near future / 

General Curtin. I could not answer that, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir, it does, sir. 

Mr. Price, we are anticipating a closure of some several bases in the 
course of the next 2 years. 

Mr. Price. Do you have in mind what bases they are at the present 
time 4 

Mr. Ferry. We have at least six tentatively under consideration, not 
yet ready to make announcement and not yet ready to come to a deci- 
sion as to which of these six are. 

Mr. Harpy. So, the reason we are having to build these additional 
personnel facilities is because they will no longer be using the facilities 
that have previously been provided at other bases ? 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir, and we will decrease the cost of oper- 
ation of these bases by concentrating at a fewer number of bases where 
the cost of operation and the support personnel can service a greater 
number of operating people. 

Mr. Morris. Are those under all the air materiel bases? 
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Mr. Ferry. No, by no means. Some of these may be SAC bases and 
some of them may be training command bases and some of them may 
be Air Materiel Command bases. 

The CHatrman. When will you be in position to advise the com- 
mittee what bases you can close or contemplate closing ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. This is going on, sir, on a continuing basis. They come 
up one at a time and not as a package deal, and we have been advising 
the committee as the progress of these bases continues. 

The Cuarrman. Well, what bases did we close during 19594 Did 
we close any ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. We announced the closure of Malden Air Force Base in 
Missouri, and the one that comes 

The Cuatrman. And the base 

Mr. Ferry. The one that comes first to mind is Malden. 

The Cuarrman. Read the list. 

Mr. Ferry. Bong Air Force Base, that we closed up. 

Mr. Harpy. You are familiar with that one? 

Mr. Ferry. Well, at least the personnel who are scheduled to go 
there will now go to other locations. 

Niagara. We reduced the strength of the mission. 

Ethan Allen, Vt. Weeclosed it up. 

Youngstown, Ohio. We reduced a fighter squadron there. 

We closed down the flying activities at Orlando, Fla., though the 
base for support purposes was retained. 

The Cuatmman. Now, let me suggest to you, as we developed the 
other day in the construction of the Bomare “B” you will have to 
have a great many bases, so the doctor testified yesterday, isn’t that 
what he said # 

Mr. Ferry. We have a total of 16 bases for Bomare marked, sir. 

The Crarrman. All right. 

Now, he intimated that we need a great many more than 16, be- 
caause he said there will be some bases on flatcars and trains and 
trucks and so on, but there would bea great many. 

Now, my point is this: Why can’t jou justify utilizing some of 
these bases that are already in existence to locate the Bomare mis- 
siles on? 

Mr. Ferry. We have done just that exactly, Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarmman. Now, can you give us some information in re- 
gard—what is that one ? 

Mr. Gupser. Bong. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Bong. 

The CuatrMan. Bong. 

Mr. Ferry. Bong was 

The Cuatrman. Can you use that ? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir, it is not useful for that purpose. 

The Cuatrman. Now, why is it not useful ? 

All of these Bomare’s—it is just merely a place to fire a missile 
off of ? 

Mr. Ferry. In order to support a new Bomarc mission at Bong, 
you would have to provide all the support activities that go to make 
up a base. Because of the fact that the geographical distribution of 
the Bomarc installations along the northern borders of the United 
States, with overlapping coverage for their missiles so that there is 
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no gap between the range of the missiles at adjacent bases, with the 
present assignment of the Bomarc missiles along the northern bases, 
there is no need to put one at Bong. 

The Cuairman. Well, now, I think this, and I think every member 
of the committee shares this viewpoint: You should try to utilize 
these facilities that we spent millions of dollars on, instead of build- 
ing new facilities somewhere else. 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Chairman, we are in complete accord on the desir- 
ability, in fact, the necessity of using existing facilities. 

The CuarrMan. Because—I do not think this committee is going to 
be in such a frame of mind to go ahead and have a wholesale disposal 
of all this government property and just give it away at 10 cents on the 
dollar on public sales, because it will not bring much. Let us try to use 
it instead of trying to expand facilities somewhere else and build new 
ones. 

I am happy to say you have no new facilities in this bill. But at 
the same time we certainly should not lose these great investments we 
have made. 

Mr. Ferry. I am in complete accord, sir. I am sure the Secretary 
will join me. 

The Cuarrman. Watch this very closely, at least during the balance 
of this year. 

Mr. en Mr. Chairman, may I inquire? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Dorie. General, you mentioned one source of personnel will be 
from headquarters. I assume, therefore, that that numerically is quite 
a group. Approximately how many would you take away from head- 
quarters duties and transfer to these other bases? It must have been 
quite a number, or you would not have mentioned it. 

General Curtin. It is quite a number, sir. It was one of the first 
that came to us—because in our particular office we have lost, for 
example, 11 percent in the recent reductions. Now, this is an order 
of magnitude—I do not have a total strength figure that I could give 

ou, sir. 
: Mr. Dorie. Would you put that in the record ? 

General Curtin. We could furnish that for the record, sir. 

(The information follows :) 

Personnel strength cut for Hq USAF, including field extension offices, as of 
June 30, 1960, is approximately 1,800 people, officers, airmen, and civilians. 

Mr. Ferry. May I add, also, that it is not only the Pentagon but 
it is the other headquarters as well. All headquarters have been suf- 
fering a 10 to 15 percent reduction in personnel. es ee a 

Mr. Doyte. I assume you do not intend to replace these with civilian 

rsonnel, in headquarters? _ y 

Mr. Ferry. We are just going to work the remainder of the people 
harder, sir. ; 

The Cuairman. Now, Mr. Secretary, let us call your attention to 
this. Now, you stated in response to a question from some member 
that you are going to close a certain number of bases during this 
fiscal year or during this calendar year. Now, when you make up 
your mind to close these bases during this time, you are going to do 
it after a most careful study and investigation, right? 
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Mr. Ferry. I can assure the committee, sir, and yourself, Mr. Vin- 
son, that when we come to close up a base, it receives the most careful, 
thorough investigation by the military and by the Secretary personally. 

The CHatrman. Now, are you going to stand pat and when the 
pressure gets hot, are you going to weaken or are you going to be so 
positive in your decision, that you are going to stand where you have 
concluded is the proper course to proceed ? 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Vinhon, once we have reached a justifiable con- 
clusion as to the economic and military advantages of closing a base, 
we are going to stand firm. 

The Cuatrman. Well, you are going to follow then, the principle 
of the Medes and Persians. You are going to stand pat. 

Mr. Ferry. We are going to stand, sir, like Stonewall Jackson. 

The Cuatrman. All right. If you are ever weak in one instance, 
you just as well stop. 

Mr. Frrry. We recognize that, Mr. Vinson, that if we start to 
wobble on this, we are licked. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. Have no wobbling on these things. 

Mr. Bates. Remember what happened to Army this morning when 
they stood firm. [Laughter. ] 

The Cuarrman. We are talking about the Air Force now and not 
the Army. 

Mr. Bates. We will stick with you until the end, and this is the end. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The CuarrmMan. Now, go ahead. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrMan. Mr. Cohelan. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Secretary, when I was at Portland, Oreg—— 

The CuarrmMan. We did have enough information. 

Mr. Conetan. The fighter base, I got the impression there were 
some doubts about the future of that base. Is that one of the bases 
that you are considering phasing out? 

Mr. Ferry. That is not in the immediate future, Mr. Cohelan. 

We just renewed the agreement on that base about a year ago, to 
continue operating. 

Mr. Conean. I see. 

Mr. Ferry. I, personally, did that job. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, one question on this same point. 

Mr. Secretary, it looks like we may have a short session this year. 
You will not make any announcement of any of these bases you are 
closing until after we adjourn? 

Mr. Ferry. It is very possible we may, sir. 

Mr. Bares. We will turn it over to the General Accounting Office. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I do think this, very seriously speaking. 
When you have reached a decision, I think you should try to reach 
a decision when Congress is in session, but when you do reach a de- 
cision, I hope the facts will warrant the decision to be positive and 
vou will never get in the position of changing your views because 
Members of Congress or Senators’ pressure is brought to bear on you. 
If you do, you are lost. 

Mr. Ferry. Thank you, Mr. Vinson. 





We agree with you. 
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Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, you mentioned Youngstown a minute 
ago. What do you intend to do there? I did not hear what you 
intend to do there? 

Mr. Ferry. We took a fighter interceptor unit out of there. 

The Cuatrman. That already happened. 

Without. objection, that item is approved. And the amendment is 
changed to read $1,598,000. 

Now, tell the committee what is meant by Air Materiel Command? 

Mr. Ferry. The Air Materiel Command is charged with the re- 
sponsibility of purchase of all new materiel for Air Force utilization, 
making all contracts for the Air Force other than military construc- 
tion contracts and for the repair and maintenance and upkeep of all 
property other than real property. 

The Cuarrman. Then it is for the repair and the purchase of all 
hardware, airplanes, and things like that? 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It has no relation to construction? 

Mr. Ferry. None. 

The CuHarrman. None at all. That is done by the Corps of Engi- 
neers of Army for the Air Force, is it not ? 

Mr. Ferry. Occasionally we use the Bureau of Yards and Docks of 
the Navy for construction. 

The Cuairman. Or the Bureau of Yards and Docks. All right. 

Now, these are the places in the country where this type of work is 
carried on, as set out in the bill. 

Read them off now. 

Mr. StattnsHEeK. Page 139 of your backup book. 

Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Ala. Operational facilities, sup- 
ply facilities, and utilities, $400,000. 

General Curtin. Brookley Air Force Base is 3 miles south of Mo- 
bile, Ala. The program cost is $400,000. The planned use of .this 
base is for the headquarters of the Mobile Air Material area and a 
MATS weather mission. 

The first item will provide an instrument landing facility (ILS). 
This facility is required as an alternate terminal navigational aid. 
The only other terminal aid serving this base is a precision approach 
radar system (GCA) which becomes unreliable during the heavy rain 
and thunderstorm activity common to this area. 

The next item provides for the rehabilitation of 11,000 square yards 
of open storage area. At the present time, the area is substandard, 
rough and muddy, and becomes unusable after periods of heavy rain. 
This area will be used for outside storage of Bulky aircraft spares, 
packaged supplies, refrigerating, heating equipment, and prefab 
shelters. 

The last item provides for modification of the existing water supply 
treatment plant at Brookley Air Force Base. The present facility is 
inadequate to treat the volume of water now being consumed. Con- 
tinued use of the present equipment, without the proposed modifica- 
tion, will result in a breakdown of the filter capacity, introduction of 
solids in the distribution system, and corrosion of pipes. 


The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is passed. 
Mr. SiaTINsHEK. Page 143 of the backup book. Gentile Air Force 
Station, Dayton, Ohio; Operational facilities, $422,000. 
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General Curtin. Gentile Air Force Station is located at Dayton, 
Ohio. The planned use of this station is for a maintenance and supply 
depot. The total program requested amounts to $422,000 and in- 
volves one item for a combat logistical network. (COMLOGENT) 
facility. This item provide for modification of an existing warehouse 
type building to house the Gentile COMLOGNET switching and relay 
station. The COMLOGNET is a consolidation of numerous existing 
communication networks. It has been established to support use of 
high speed automatic data processing equipment throughout the Air 
Force, to effect savings io improvements in the management and 
conduct of weapon support activities. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Bares. What is that item, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Ferry. That, sir, is the automatic communications system 
which is set up—it is a station on the automatic communications setup 
whereby materials are ordered from a base where they are to be 
utilized and are dispatched automatically by computer to a receiving 
station in this network which has the responsibility for providing that 
item. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Read the next item. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. Page 145 of your backup book. 

Griffis Air Force Base, Rome, N.Y.; Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, and administrative facilities, 
$1,725,000. 

General Curtin. Griffis Air Force Base is located approximately 1 
mile southeast of Rome, N.Y. The planned use of Griffis AFB is for 
the headquarters, Rome Air Material Area, Rome Air Force Depot, 
the Rome Air Development Center Headquarters, an Air Defense Com- 
mand fighter mission and a Strategic Air Command bomber mission. 
The total program requested amounts to $1,725,000. 

The first two items are required to provide an adequate and stand- 
ard approach lighting system for the newly constructed runway. 
The lights are necessary to effectively and safely handle the heavy 
air traffic associated with this depot, SAC, and ADC operational 
missions. 

Four items requested are in support of the Strategic Air Command 
bomber mission. The existing crash station of eight stalls is located 
in a hangar building—building 100, adjacent to the flight line. This 
facility is located approximately 1.3 miles from the B-52 and KC-135 
alert and maintenance areas, which makes it impossible for crash and 
rescue and fire fighting operations to be effective and efficient. The 
existing crash house is fully utilized and no space exists for housing 
the additional equipment required to support the SAC mission. 
Without this facility the fire equipment will be required to remain 
outside in the SAC area, The severe cold winters in this region 
would make it necessary that the engines be kept running continually 
at that time of the year to insure that the equipment be operational 
when needed. 

An addition to the existing target intelligence building it will pro- 
vide space for simulators for training SAC combat crews. Addi- 
tional armament and electronic shop space is required to handle the 
increased workload. A new headquarters building is needed to house 
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the SAC wing functions of administration, maintenance, supply, 
operational planning, and aireraft control activities. 

The last item will provide administration space for approximately 
690 personnel assigned to the Headquarters, Ground Electronics Eng- 
neering Installation Agency. 

In addition, authorization is being requested for the construction of 
135 units of family housing with private capital under the provisions 
of title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

The Cuarmman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question about that one 4 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. This has been before us a lot of different times. You 
have had Griffiss Air Force Base in one shape or another over a long 
period of time. 

I noticed in your book—and I had to read way ahead in order to 
catch it 

The CuarrmMan. You are a fast reader. 

Mr. Harpy. But I notice in this book that you have $51 million 
of your prior authorizations that is not in your inventory. Now what 
is that and why is that not already in your inventory ? 

General Curtin. May I first explain, sir, that the figures shown as 
value of assets in inventory as well as those not in inventory come 
from our real property records. This status shown here I believe 
was as of 1 July——— 

Mr. Ferry. Fifty-nine. 

General Curtin. Of last year. 

Now I think we are caught here in the mechanics of how we post 
facilities to the inventory. They are posted 

Mr. Harpy. General, here is the reason I asked the question. 

General Curtin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You show in your inventory as of that date $70 million. 

General Curtin. Right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And you show an authorization not in your inventory 
of $51 million. And you come in here asking for another $1 million. 
Now this is an old base, that has been changed from one use to 
another, two or three times. 

I do not know why with all this amount of inventory and all of 
this unused authorization you should need another $1 million. That 
is the whole purpose of raising that question. 

The Cuarrman. You offer an amendment to reduce it? 

Mr. Harpy. No, sir. Mr. Chairman, this is the first time I have 
seen this book. I have not the physical capability of analyzing what 
is in here to offer an intelligent amendment. 

The Cuarrman. Well, let me sug. 

Mr. Harpy. And I submit nobody else on the committee has, un- 
less you have. 

The Cuarrman. Let me suggest that—Mr. Kelleher, what do the 
facts show with reference to this item of $1 million ? 

Mr. Harpy. I had a similar observation in connection with Minot 
Air Force Base back in the previous section. We went through it 
so fast I did not even have a chance to look at it. I do not know, 
maybe it is fully justified. But I just hate to be in ignorance entirely. 
That is the whole point. 
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General Curtin. May I address myself to the question? Because 
I think it is important, Mr. Chairman, as we go through this inventory 
data. Right or wrong, this data is actually the data that we report to 
the Federal Government on our inventory status at the end of the 
fiscal year. It reflects the items that have actually been transferred 
to inventory by the Corps of Engineers on their form 290, which is 
the form by hich the base commander takes over custody. 

Now manifestily this is an administrative procedure and quite 
frequently, particularly where there is a large amount of construction 
in hand, this administration does not catch up for some time with the 
actual status of construction. 

I believe of this amount, as we are sitting here right now, that all 
but about $8 million of it—Colonel Edmonds can correct me—has 
actually been completed, physically completed. 

But as of 1 July of last year, the paper work transferring this to 
the inventory accounts had not been completed, sir. 

The Cuairman. Without objection 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I noticed, Mr. Chairman, that among the items 
that are here—and I do not know, they may be entirely proper. And 
maybe that does not mean anything. But I also notice that as of 
today, or the date this book was made up, you had 2,819 enlisted men 
and your permanent plan is only 2,491. So you got 400 more than 
you expect to have. 

Now maybe it is all right. Maybe there is a perfectly good reason 
for it. 

Mr. Arenps. Will the gentleman yield right there? I had my finger 
on about the same thing and was going to raise the question, of whether 
the 7,709 civilians was extraordinarily high at this time. 

General Curtrn. I did not get the question, I am sorry. 

Mr. Arenps. 7,709 civilian employees in relation to the 2.819 enlisted 
men, which as Mr. Hardy said is 400 more than you normally expect 
to have. 

Mr. Ferry. I think I can answer that, Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenps. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ferry. The base is a purely, almost entirely a civilianized base. 
The work is done by civilian employees, under civilian supervision, 
except for the top supervision. 

We keep the military personnel at Air Materiel Command bases 
down to a minimum. 

The Cxarrman. That is right. Without objection, the item is 
approved. 

Now read the next one. 

Mr. StatinsneK. The next item appears on page 155 of your 
backup book. , 

Mr. Gusser. What page in the bill ? 

Mr. Statinsuek. It is page 26 of the bill, line 17. 

Heath Maintenance Annex, Newark, Ohio; Maintenance facilities, 








$3,907,000. 


General Curtrn. Heath Maintenance Annex located at Heath, 
Ohio. Planned use of this annex is in support of Gentile Air Force 
Station. The total program requested is $3,907,000 and involves two 
related items. Both items will involve modification of an existing 
facility that was originally constructed by the Air Force for aircraft 
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fuselage fabrication. The building is 425 feet by 905 feet. Inside 
the building are massive concrete pits which were made to receive 
heavy presses. The presses were never installed due to curtailment of 
that program. 

The first item provides for modification of 88,480 square feet of 
space required for the repair of the inertial guidance systems asso- 
ciated with the Atlas, Titan, Minuteman, and Hound Dog weapon 
systems. 

The other project provides for modification within the pit area to 
provide a facility for standards calibration and inspection and test of 
precision equipment in the fields of electrical-electronic, electro- 
mechanical, and dimensional measurements. This location was se- 
lected for this activity because the existing massive concrete pit, 
coupled with the inherent seismic stability of the Heath area, provide 
an essentially vibrationless condition unavailable at any other known 
Government facility. 

Mr. StatinsHek. There is a typographical error on line 17. In- 
stead of “Health” it should read “Heath”—H-e-a-t-h. 

The CHarrman. H-e-a-t-h? 

Mr. SLatrnsHeK. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Page 159 of your backup book. Hili Air Force 
Base, Ogden, Utah: Operational facilities, $1,195,000. 

General Curtrn. Hill Air Foce Base is located 4 miles east of 
Ogden, Utah. The planned use of Hill AFB is for the headquarters, 
Ogden air materiel area including depot support for Minuteman and 
an Air Defense Command mission and a Reserve unit. Authorization 
in the amount of $1,195,000 is requested to provide an air freight 
terminal. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHEeK. Page 161 of your backup book. Kelly Air Force 
Base, San Antonio, Tex.: Operational facilities and maintenance 
facilities, $638,000. 

General Curtin. Kelly Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered. It is located 6 miles southwest of San Antonio, Tex. 
Its planned use is for the headquarters of the San Antonio air materiel 
area, a depot, and a troop carrier mission. It also serves as the head- 
quarters of the Air Force Security Service. The program being 
requested at Kelly AFB involves two items at a cost of $638,000. 

The first item will provide an aircraft refueling and defueling sys- 
tem. The present obsolete method of using truck trailer units is 
costly, time consuming, and hazardous. 

The last item will provide for an electronics laboratory to support 
the Air Force Security Service. There is no suitable existing building 
available at Kelly AFB that can be used for this specialized activity. 
The requested facility will be used for testing and fabrication of 
electronic equipment and will house the USAF cryptographic equip- 
ment laboratory. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Price. I will let that go through, because that is one of the 
lowest figures they ever had there. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. SiatrnsHeKk. Page 164 of your backup book. 
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McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, Calif.: Operational facil- 
ities and maintenance facilities, $1,470,000. 

General Curtin. The next location to be considered is McClellan 
Air Force Base, located approximately 7 miles northeast of the city 
of Sacramento, Calif. The planned use of this base is for the head- 
quarters of the Sacramento air materiel area, an Air Defense Command 
early warning unit, a MATS weather recon mission, and an Air Force 
Reserve activity. The program requested at McClellan amounts to 
$1,470,000. It consists of the following four items: 

a. The first item provides for a Radar Approach Control Center 
(RAPCON). This navigational aid facility will make possible the 
integration of civil and military air space in the Sacramento area. No 
facility exists or can be converted at McClellan that can be modified 
for this function. 

b. The second item provides for replacing the existing obsolete 
approach lighting ssytem with the new national standard approach 
lighting system. This replacement of the nonstandard system is 
required in the interest of continuous and reliable air safety and 
efficiency of aircraft operations. 

c. The third item is a standards calibration lab which is needed to 
provide stability and precise atmospheric conditions for the adjust- 
ment of precision instruments. McClellan AFB has the responsibility 
for a calibration and certification of test and calibration equip- 
ment utilized on first line aircraft, missiles and SAGE. 

d. The last item is required for additional shop space for testing and 
overhauling of communication and electronic equipment. The project 
will provide for extension to an existing mezzanine area located within 
an existing shop building. 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The CuatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. How far is McClellan from Beale? 

General Curtin. 35 miles, Jack ? 

Mr. Gippens. About 35 to 50 miles. 

General Curtin. In that bracket. 

Mr. Gispens. Somewhere in that area. I donot know. 

Mr. Gusser. Now Beale is being cut back because some of the land 
has just been disposed of as surplus; is that correct? 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir. We just disposed of some 54,000 
acres there. 

Mr. Gurssr. Beale is primarily a SAC base? 

Mr. Ferry. It is going to be a guided missile base—— 

Colonel Parkuiti. Anda bomber base. 

Mr. Ferry. And a bomber base, I should say. 

Mr. Gusser. What is the future of McClellan? 

Mr. Ferry. McClellan continues as a materiel command—as a store- 
house depot-repair center. 

Mr. Gusser. You absolutely feel that it is necessary to add to both 
bases—because I notice there is an item for Beale coming along here— 
and still dispose of part of one of them? 

Mr. Ferry. They are totally dissimilar facilities, sir, one being the 
SAC bomber base and the other being an industrial base, you may say, 
with machine shops, storehouses, et cetera. 

Mr. Gusser. There is no acquisition of realty in fee or easements 
in either case, in either Beale or McClellan. 
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Mr. Ferry. No, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. Thank you very much. 

The Cuarrman. May I ask this question? Judging from the ques- 
tions asked by the gentleman from California, the thought is running 
through my mind that probably he was somewhat disturbed about the 
air congestion on account of so many bases in California. 

You say you have disposed of one base that involved 54,000 acres of 
ground ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. Only a portion of it, sir. It was originally a large base 
with a bombing range. We are no longer doing bombing on that range 
and so we disposed of the surplus property to go back to agricultural 
or ter 

The Cuatrman. Can you advise the committee what we received 
for a portion of—for that 54,000 acres of land ? 

Mr. Ferry. I cannot, sir, because it was disposed of through the Gen- 
eral Services Administration and they have not yet reported to us the 
cost, of the receipt. 

Mr. Ketiener. Much of it, Mr. Chairman, was leased for grazing 
purposes and was not actually sold. 

The Cuatrman. The fee was already in the Government ? 

Mr. Ketiener. The fee was in the Government, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coneran. Do we have anything in this bill for Mather Field? 

General Curtry. Mather? 

Mr. Conetan. Mather, yes. 

General Curtin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conetan. There is nothing that would come up at this point. 

The Cuatrman. May I broaden that inquiry. Is there anything in 
this bill relating to any airfields in California that is not dealt with 
inthisbill? Ifso, I want to know which one it is. 

Mr. Gurser. That is not—what ? 

Mr. Ferry. I have not followed that, Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Vinson. Would you repeat that. 

The Crarrman. Is there any item in this bill that does not take care 
of every field in California? 

Mr. Kettener. Is there any California field not in the bill. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The Cuarrman. I will put it this way. Is there any field in Cali- 
fornia that is not well taken care of? 

Mr. Ferry. I think that the California fields, sir, are adequately 
supported. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir, I think so too. 

Mr. Gupser. I think they should be, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right, let’s go ahead now. 

Mr. Gavin. Let us get back to this 54,000 acres. 

Mr. Conetan. Now do not go teasing me, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gavin. How much of the 54,000 acres did we dispose of? 
Mr. Ferry. The entire amount, sir, 54,000. We had eight-five. 
Mr. Gavin. How long have we held these 53 acres ? 

Mr. Ferry. We have had it since about 1945 or 1946. 

The Cuamman. It went back to public lands. 
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Mr. Wirson. I might say the mine owners are very much inter- 
ested in getting some of that property back, if the committee would 
be so disposed. 

The Cuatrman. All right, now 

Mr. Gavin. Wait a minute, will you, please. 

You say you disposed of the whole 54,000 acres and you have had 
in since 1945, is that right ? 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Did you ascertain what we paid for it and what we re- 
ceived for it ? 

Mr. Ferry. We have a record of that, sir. I do not have it avail- 
able to me, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, furnish it for the record. 

Mr. Ferry. I will be glad to, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. And give us the location and all the pertinent details 
about the whole transaction. 

Mr. Ferry. I will be glad to do that, Mr. Gavin. 

(The information requested, when received will appear in the 
record at this point.) 





BEALE Ark Force Bass, CALir. 


1. Beale Air Force Base, Calif., consisting of 85,353.77 acres of Government- 
owned land and 628.23 acres of public domain land, was originally acquired in 
1942 by the Department of the Army at a cost of $1,825,392. 

2. The above area was transferred from the Department of the Army to the 
Department of the Air Force on November 10, 1948. 

3. On December 18, 1958, the Air Force declared approximately 54,000 acres 
of land excess to their needs. 

4. General Services Administration, on December 21, 1959, sold by competitive 
bidding approximately 40,000 acres at approximately $2,248,648. The remaining 
excess area of 14,000 acres is being held in escrow by General Services Admin- 
istration pursuant to a Federal Power Commission order. The Federal Power 
Commission has several applications for establishment of a water resources 
project within the area. 

5. When the disposal of the above mentioned 54,000 acres is accomplished, 
Beale Air Force Base will consist of approximately 31,982 acres of land. 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one quick question? It is 
true, is it not, that the original landowners at Beale Air Force Base 
who had their property condemned were not given any opportunity 
or priority in purchasing their own property back, that it was put 
up for public bid by GSA, is that not correct ? 

Mr. Ferry. You are correct on that, sir. There is no legal way by 
which we can give the original owners a priority to repurchase, after 
a period of 5 years. 

The Cuatrman. There are a great many bills pending in the House 
today to give the original owner the privilege of buying it, if he meets 
the fair market value. 

Now go ahead with your next item. 

Mr. SiatinsHeEk. The next item appears on page 169 of your back- 
up book and page 27 of the bill. “Norton Air Force Base, San Ber- 
nardino, Calif: Ground improvements, $169,000.” 

General Curtin. Norton Air Force Base is located 3 miles east 
of San Bernardino, Calif. Planned use of this base is for the head- 
quarters of the San Bernardino Air Materiel Area, Headquarters of 
an Air Defense Command Division (SAGE), and an Inspector Gen- 
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eral mission ; $169,000 is requested for the removal of a flying hazard. 
The project will involve relocation of existing high voltage powerlines 
that project above the glide slope path of aircraft using runway No. 
5-23 at Norton. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection—— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question about that one. 

The CuatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. How long hasthis hazard been there ? 

Mr. Ferry. Colonel Parkhill, can you answer that ? 

Colonel Parxuiiy. I do not know exactly. We will have to furnish 
that for the record. 

The CuarrMan. What is that ? 

Mr. Harpy. Why was it not taken care of before? If you have a 
high-tension powerline right at the end of the runway in the glide 
pattern, it ought to be removed. I wonder why you let it be there 
this long? Why was it not provided for at the time the runway was 
extended ? 

Colonel Parkuty. Well 

Mr. Ferry. Iam unable to answer that, sir. I do not know. 

Mr. Harpy. You have a $169,000 item here. Maybe it does not 
amount to much, again. But it does not look to me like we ought to be 
coming back with items at this time that should have been taken care 
of at the time that the runway extension was made. 

Colonel Parkum1. Well, Mr. Hardy, we have been trying to correct 
a lot of these deficiencies throughout the years. We cannot catch 
them all in any one program. 

Mr. Harpy. But it was overlooked, then, when you came in here to 
increase the length of the runway; is that right, or has it been installed 
since ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Hardy, I do not have the detail, sir. I cannot 
answer you. I do not know. 

The Cuatrrman. Well, if you cannot answer Mr. Hardy’s question 
on that, we better strike it from the bill until you can answer it. 

Mr. Ferry. All right, sir. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, it is stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. Harpy. Let me ask another question. I am not going to com- 
plain about this item one way or the other-— 

The Cuarrman. You get positive information to answer on every 
item in the bill. Not having the answer, take it out of the bill. 

Mr. Harpy. Let me ask a question about this whole base, Mr. 
Chairman. 

I notice in the inventory of this base you have $48 million and you 
estimate your future authorization at $70 million. So you are plan- 
ning—although you are not going to change the strength levels at the 
base at all, you are proposing to spend $70 million more on a base as 
to which you only have about a third of its total cost, a little over a 
third of its total cost in. Therefore 

Mr. Ferry. I think it would be well to explain that as a general 
thing, not only as far as it touches on Norton, but any other base. 

We have an idealized master plan of future growth of all our bases. 
These master plans call for facilities which someday, with the concur- 
rence of the Congress and with the appropriation of funds to be able 
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to do it, we may expand. This figure here represents the ultimate 
expansion of the base if it is ever found desirable to expand it. 

Mr. Harpy. But that is an ultimate change in facilities without 
any change in personnel, according to your personnel strength figures 
up there. 

Mr. Ferry. These personnel strengths, sir, are current as of the 
present time, whereas 

Mr. Harpy. It says planned peacetime there, Mr. Ferry. 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir, in this next year. 

What I am talking 

Mr. Harpy. Oh, you mean your planning as far as personnel is 
concerned only goes for 1 year, but your planning with respect to 
authorization goes on ad infinitum. 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. Our planning is for 3 years on personnel and 
in the distant future is the master plan, which may never be achieved. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, when I look at a $70 million program down 
there for a base that was built in 1942 and your total inventory as of 
June of this year was $45 million—you got planning to do more than, 
well, one and a half times as much as you already have there, and 
you are not planning to change your personnel—I just wonder who 
is doing the planning in this whole business. 

Mr. Ferry. Well, sir, I think we are not quite hitting the point on 
this. We are not planning to expand this base. This is what. it 
would cost if it ever did it, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Then let us not put these fool figures in there if they 
do not mean anything. 

Mr. Ferry. But they have been asked for in the past—what is the 
ultimate cost of these bases if they were ever expanded to full eapac- 
ity? Thisisa requirement placed on it. 

Mr. Harpy. I de not know what it means. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, we will leave out Norton. 

Now the next one. 

Mr. SiarinsHeKk. Page 171 of the backup book. “Robins Air 
Force Base, Macon, Ga.: Training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, and administrative facilities, $1,478,000.” 

General Curtin, Robins Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered. It is located 1 mile east of Warner-Robins, Ga. The 
»lanned use of this base is for the Warner-Robins Air Materiel Area 
feadquarters, a logistical support squadron and a Strategic Air Com- 
mand bomber mission. The total program being requested amounts 
to $1,478,000. 

Four items requested in this program are in support of the Stra- 
tegic Air Command bomber mission for which construction was ini- 
tiated through the fiscal year 1958 supplemental construction pro- 
gram. Nothing exists at Robins which could be utilized for these 
requested facilities. They include an addition to the existing Target 
Intelligence Building which will provide space for simulators for 
training SAC combat crews. Adequate maintenance of the aircraft 
at this base has established a requirement for a total of seven large- 
type maintenance docks. Four of these docks were included in a 
previous program. There will be a deficiency of one dock to be in- 
cluded in a future program. Additional armament and electronic 
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shop space is required to handle the increased workload. A new 
headquarters building is needed to house the SAC wing functions of 
administration, maintenance, supply, operational-planning, and air- 
craft-control activities. 

The next base-type item provides for modification of an existing 
concrete building for a standard calibration lab. Robins has the re- 
sponsibility for standards calibration and certification of test and 
calibration equipment for the Air Force activities located in this geo- 
graphical area. 

The last item will provide additional storage for jet fuel. The 
requirement is 84,213 barrels. The existing 54,000 barrels is insuf- 
ficient to satisfy the base requirement. This request will provide 
additional on-base storage to support the various base and SAC oper- 
ational mission. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatTinsHek. Page 178 of the backup book 

Mr. Harpy. We got over that one in a hurry. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. “Stockbridge Test Annex, Rome, N.Y.: Research, 
development, and test facilities, $2,653,000.” 

General Currin. The next location is Stockbridge Test Annex 
located approximately 1 mile northeast of Merrillsville, N.Y. 
Planned use of this annex is in support of Rome Air Development 
Center, Griffiss Air Force Base. The total program being requested 
is $2,653,000 and involves one item for an electronics interference 
reduction lab. This facility is vital to satisfy the need for research 
in the fields of measuring electromagnetic interferences and evalua- 
tion of antijam capabilities of receivers. 

There is no facility at Griffiss Air Force Base, or in the vicinity, 
adequate to perform the tests. Space is required where outside 
sources will not interfere with the tests being conducted, or where 
equipment under tests will not interfere with other equipment which 
may be situated within its operational environment, such as opera- 
tional radar or communications equipment and flight tests. 

The CHarman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Page 181 of your backup book. “Tinker Air 
Force Base, Oklahoma City, Okla.: Operational facilities, 
$1,032,000.” 

General Curtin. Tinker Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered and is situated 1 mile south of Midwest City, Okla. The 
planned use of this base is for the Oklahoma City Air Materiel Area 
and other Continental Air Command and MATS activities. The 
program requested at Tinker AFB totals $1,032,000 and includes two 
items: 

The first item required is for a standard radar eee control 
centers (RAPCON) facility. The requirement for this navigational 
aid facility is 6,032 square feet. Air traffic control in the Oklahoma 
City terminal area is presently being accomplished in the over- 
crowded area (1,796 square feet) of a temporary addition to a main- 
tenance hangar (building 240). The 6,034 square feet included in this 
request will provide the necessary space to permit the efficient opera- 
tion of a full RA POON facility. 





The last item provides for an addition to an existing logistical 
building to house the Tinker COMLOGNET (Combat Logistics Net- 
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work) switching and terminal center. The requirement for this func- 
tion is 16,845 square feet. No space is available at Tinker AFB that 
could be converted for this use. The COMLOGNET is a consolida- 
tion of numerous existing communications networks to give the Air 
Force advanced high speed equipment and electronic data processing 
techniques for worldwide service. The failure to provide this cen- 
trally located major relay and switching center will preclude activa- 
tion of the system in 1961 as scheduled. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Bray. What page? 

Mr. Keviener. 181 for that. 

(Mr. Bates aside. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. SuiatinsHek. Page 184 of your backup book. “Wright-Pat- 
terson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Training facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, and utili- 
ties, $1,810,000.” 

General Curtin. The last Air Materiel Command location to be 
considered is Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. This base is located 
1 mile west of Fairborn, Ohio. The planned use of this base is for 
the headquarters of the Air Materiel Command, for the Wright Air 
Development Center Headquarters, the Air Force Institute of Tech- 
nology, the Air Technical Intelligence Center, and a Strategic Air 
Command bomber mission. The total program requested for Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base amounts to $1,810,000 and comprises seven 
items as follows: 

Two of the items requested in this program are in support of the 
Strategic Air Command bomber mission for which construction was 
initiated through the fiscal year 1958 supplemental construction pro- 
gram. They include procurement and erection of two additional 
docks to be used for inspection and repair of the SAC bomber air- 
craft, and will substantially fill the outstanding deficiency at Wright- 
Patterson. Adequate maintenance of the aircraft at this base has es- 
tablished a requirement for a total of seven large-type maintenance 
docks. Four of these docks were included in a previous program. 
There will be a deficiency of one dock to be included in a future pro- 
gram. Additional armament and electronics shop space is required 
to accommodate added functions due to an increase in electronics 
equipment assigned to the SAC mission aircraft. The items when 
constructed will complete the total requirement at this installation. 

The Polymer Research Lab is required to support the research and 
development mission program at Wright Air Development Center. 
An existing maintenance Guiding will be converted into a laboratory 
to be used for polymer research. Polymer materials such as plastics, 
elastomers, fluids, lubricants, fiber, and high-energy propellants will 
be used in the complex development of advanced weapon systems. 

The requirement at Wright-Patterson for a high altitude training 
facility is 7,863 square feet. The existing 4,141 square feet is totally 
inadequate to provide the necessary training in ejection seat and para- 
chute techniques, night visions, and pressure suit indoctrination. Per- 
sonnel from a large geographical area will utilize these training aids. 
The requested 3,722 square feet will complete the requirement for 
such a facility at Wright-Patterson. 
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The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now I want to get this clear for the record. I want you to put in 
here the total amount for the Air Materiel Command. And do that 
on each one of these different commands. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now in view of the development of missiles, what 
effect in the next 5 or 10 years will there be on these Air Materiel 
Command bases ? 

Mr. Ferry. They will have to take up, and are planning to take up, 
the transition into the maintenance rte repair and recycling of these 
new missiles which are coming into inventory. 

The Cuarrman. Now wait 1 minute now. We can understand it 
how an airplane can be repaired, because we bring it back from where 
we take off from. But how can you repair a missile? How can you 
repair a Bomarc missile or an [CBM or an IRBM, or a Quail or 
Hound Dog, after it has been shot? [ Laughter. } 

Mr. Ferry. We have not yet much experience on this, Mr. Vinson, 
but we anticipate that there will be a gradual deterioration of these 
missiles with the passage of time. As, for example, the guidance 
system, which, in the intercontinental ballistic missiles are constantly 
warmed up and constantly running. These are going at some time 
to wear and have to be replaced. 

The CuarrMan. I am very much concerned about this. 

Now here it is all of these bases—and they have to have them, 
because you have airplanes that come back and have to be repaired, 
like you repair automobiles. But how can you ever appropriate these 
bases to a repair of a missile? Now you are not going to manufacture 
these missiles in these bases. They are going to be manufactured by 
private industry. And they are not going to be repaired after they 
are manufactured because the manufacturer is going to put them in 
condition to shoot when he delivers them. 

So how are you going to ultimately in the next ten years—how can 
you warrant all these large materiel command bases ? 

Mr. Ferry. We are now planning to do the repair of the Atlas mis- 
_ at San Bernardino or Norton AFB, an Air Materiel Command 

ase. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what are you going to repair?) And how? 

Mr. Ferry. Let me try to explain it. There is a great deal of 
ground-support equipment which is an integral part of an intercon- 
tinental missile. There is an air-conditioning plant which has to be 
constantly operated. There is a set of computers which are constantly 
in operation. There are pumping sets for transfer of the fuel. There 
are the gas compressors. There are the oxygen generators. There are 
the nitrogen generators. These things all have to be exercised at reg- 
ular intervals during the life of the missile, even though the missile is 
sitting stationary on the pad. 

The Carman. Then, we can visualize that these missiles will be 
located on launching pads all over the United States. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The Cnairman. Then every 3 or 4 months or a period of time you 
are going to send these missiles down to some materiel base for them 
to look it over to see if it is ready to fire, and then if they say “Okay,” 
send it back; is that it? 
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Mr. Ferry. No, sir. We will take it to the central repair building at 
the base, where it will there be disassembled. Any defective parts 
or any overhaul deficiencies which are demonstrated will show up and 
we will then wire to Norton—San Bernardino to send us the repair 
parts. In the event it is a very specialized thing, like the guidance sys- 
tem, we might even ask them to send up an expert to help the base 
readjust the guidance. 

The Cuarrman. Well, if these missiles that we have developed turn 
out like you think they are and like you hope they will be, the big 
bombers will ultimately fade out of the sky, will they not, as a military 
weapon ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. In some years ahead it is possible that will happen. 

The Cuatmrman. That is right. Then, in about 10 years from now 
if these missiles develop, then this Air Materiel Command—all these 
bases will not have the activity they have today. 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir. I think that is a fair statement. 

The CuairmMan. Now the reason I was inquiring about this: I was 
just hoping to work out something in the future, 10 years from now— 
and I will probably try to be here that length of time—about Warner 
Robins. I do not want to see that great installation fade away.. I do 
not know what you are going to have for it to do, and these others in 
the same fix. 

Mr. Kitpay. We will take care of that when we get to it. 

Mr. Wameter. Mr. Chairman, I have a question along that line. 

The Cuamman. That is right; there are others in that same fix. 
And we are right up against the proposition that that is going to 
confront us. All right, we cannot think that far in advance. 

I made these observations so any members could have the privilege 
of reading the book while I was talking. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Harpy. You cannot read the book and see what the chairman 
is trying to do to you at the same time. [Further laughter. | 

Mr. Wameter. Mr. Secretary 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Wampler. 

Mr. Wampter. Regarding the Warner Robins operations, I am 
particularly interested in the utilizing of the storage, that is the 
materiel storage plants that we have—we have one out in Terre 
Haute, Ind.—where they have a terrific amount of space, dehumidify- 
ing space that they have out there. Is there any chance that the 
missile field will utilize the space there, in order to preserve the 
missiles ? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir; I cannot anticipate that at the present time. 

The missiles themselves are actually in place on the base. We 
put missiles on a base under the present scheduled strength of a 
squadron, with one spare. That one spare is for the purpose of 
cycling the full 10 of them through the base repair shop. 

Mr. Wameter. What is the life of a missile that. is dormant? 

Mr. Ferry. I am sorry, sir, I do not think anybody in the world 
can tell you that. 

Mr. Wampter. I think it is necessary that we sort of look into that 
situation, from this standpoint, Mr. Chairman, too. We are con- 
stantly building up the missile field from year to year. And we can 
definitely go into a problem here that we have to know pretty much 
what the longevity of a missile is going to be in a dormant stage, or 
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else we are going to come into this surplus of missiles that is going 
to create as great. a problem in years to come as the wheat problem. 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Wampler, we expect—we anticipate a very long 
life for these missiles because there are relatively few parts within 
the missile which wear, within the missile itself. There are a lot of 
support parts that wear. 

The CuarrMan. Let us go ahead with the bill. 

(Further chorus of “Mr. Chairman.” ) 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask one question. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Secretary, you just a few minutes ago mentioned 
computers. Can you give the committee the information as to how 
nee computers the Air Force at the present time is operating and 
rave ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Durham, I cannot answer that question, but I know 
there is a great number, a large number. I do not know 

Mr. Duruam. Are you renting most of them or are you purchasing 
them ? 

Mr. Ferry. Most of them are on a rental basis, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. Most of them are on a rental basis? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. I got the report last year from the GAO that there 
is a large number. I notice the Air Force is renting most of those at 
a tremendous sum of money. 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir. By renting them—— 

Mr. Duruam. Can you furnish that for the committee? I think it 
should go in the record, because, Mr. Chairman, it is a very sizable 
item. 

The Carman. Get that information and put it in the record. 

Mr. Ferry. We will get that for you. 





Air Force automatic data processing systems’ (fiscal year 1961 requirements) 


Leased : 
Electronic data processing systems____....-_--_---_---------_--- 174 
Electronic data processing systems cost__._._.-.._------_ million. $47.9 
Punchcard accounting machines____......--_----_---_-.----__-.. 10, 000 
Puncheard accounting machines cost___---_-_------------ million._ $20.3 
Purchased : 
Electronic data-processing systems___..__..-.-------------_-_---- 23 
Original purchase cost.......-.......--...---......-.... million. *$11 





1Does not include data-processing equipment which is an integral part of weapons 
systems (i.e., SAGE), tracking devices, control centers, research equipment, operation of 
test ranges, and other real-time operations. 

2Much of this purchased equipment currently in use within the Air Force is several 
years old. Consequently this does not represent the current value of these purchased 
computers. 


Mr. CuamsBeruarn. Mr. Chairman, before we proceed I would like 
to make a recommendation with respect to Norton Air Force Base, 
the $169,000 item that we passed over. 

Since then I have had a chance to read what is in the book here. 
I feel, with the emphasis that we are trying to put on flight safety 
in other areas, this being the smallest item in the whole book—it says: 
“The relocation of high voltage power lines is essential to provide 
clearance to the primary runway approach zones to ensure flying 
safety.” 
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I think the fact that it has not been removed in the past and why 
it has not is no excuse for us not to try to take care of it at the present 
time. I feel—I would like to have the record show that I think there 
is adequate information in this book to justify the inclusion of this 
item for flying safety. We do not have to have much of an aircraft 
accident to use up $169,000. 

The Cuarrman. Well 

Mr. Harpy. Does the gentleman know how close it is to the end of 
the runway and when it became a hazard? I do not know. They 
are the only questions I tried to raise. 

The CuarrmMan. We will look into that. For the time being, we 
will pass it over. 

Now take the Air Research and Development Command. Now 
tell the committee what the Air Research and Development Com- 
mand is. 

Mr. Ferry. Air Research and Development Command 

The Cuarrman. Let there be order, members. ‘This is very impor- 
tant testimony. 

Mr. Ferry. Is charged with the responsibility for the development 
of all new weapons systems and for all new equipment that is utilized 
throughout the Air Force, for improvements in existing materiel, 
and for improvements and betterments of existing airplanes, missiles, 
and equipment. 

General Curtin. The mission of the Air Research and Develop- 
ment Command is to attain and maintain qualitative superiority by 
the following procedures: 

(1) Conduct or supervise scientific and technical studies 
required for the accomplishment of Air Force missions; 

(2) Seek new basic knowledge from which improved aero- 
nautical equipment, material, weapons, and techniques can be 
developed ; 

(3) Undertake the development and recommend the adoption 
of appropriate new and improved devices and systems for the 
conduct and support of air warfare, including aircraft, missiles, 
weapons, techniques, and procedures applicable to Air Force 
purposes ; 

(2) perform employment and suitability testing for aircraft, 
guided missiles, navigational aids, components, and material. 

This program contains a request for $24,586,000 for Research and 
Development Command and provides facilities at 11 locations (in- 
clude 3 auxiliary sites). 

Included within the Air Research and Development Command 
total program are facilities for research, development, and testing 
at seven locations, totaling $13,938,000; operational facilities at 4 
locations, totaling $4,538,000; maintenance facilities at 3 locations, 
totaling $1,535,000; storage facilities at 4 locations, totaling $1,020.000; 
a command and control building at 1 location for use by the Air Force 
Command Control and Development Division, at a cost of $871,000; 
utilities at 4 locations, totaling $2,334, 000; personnel facilities at 2 
locations, totaling $186,000; and real estate ‘items at 2 locations, total- 
ing $164,000. 

The CrHatrman. Now, then, the Air Research and Development 
Command, from your statement, handles all research and development 
of all characters in the Air Force ? 
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Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, how is that broken down here in the Depart- 
ment? Who is the head of the Air Research and Development? Now 
this relates to aircraft and it relates to missiles, also. 

Mr. Ferry. Lieutenant General Schriever is the new head of the 
Air Research and Development Command. 

The Cuatrman. And he has all of it with reference to research 
for missiles and for manned, operated aircraft. 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. Not all missiles, but those assigned to the Air Force. 

The Cuarrman. I understand; assigned to the Air Force. 

All right, read the first item. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. Page 193 of your backup book. Arnold Engineer- 
ing Development Center, Tullahoma, Tenn.: Research, development, 
and test facilities, $10,500,000. 

General Curtin. The first location in the Air Research and Devel- 
opment Command is the Arnold Engineering Development Center 
located 8 miles south of Manchester, Tenn. 

The planned use of this center is to operate research and develop- 
ment activities for industry, educational institutions, and govern- 
mental agencies to further the development and evaluation of aircraft 
propulsion ssytems and guided missiles. This program contains a 
request for $10,500,000. 

The item included in this program is a propulsion engine altitude 
test cell which is required for testing rocket engine propulsion systems 
up to 500,000-pound thrust under simulated altitude conditions. No 
facility exists which can provide simulated altitude testing of rocket 
engine of this size. 

Mr. Gusser. A question, Mr. Chairman / 

The Cuarman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Statinsuek. Page 195 of your backup book. Edwards Air 
Force Base, Muroc, Calif.: Research, development, and test facilities, 
and community facilities, $171,000. 

General Curtin. The next location is Edwards Air Force Base, 
located approximately 2 miles east of Rosamond, Calif. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Force Flight Test Center 
Headquarters and for the static testing of rocket engines. The total 
compeaen being requested is $171,000, consisting of two items as 

ollows: 

The first item is for an addition to the propulsion engine test ma- 
chine shop at the rocket test site. This item is required to house addi- 
tional machines and equipment to support the ballistic missile and 
Air Force astronautical projects. 

The second item is for an annex to an existing chapel required to 
provide additional religious educational facilities. The construction 
of this facility will meet approximately 50 percent of the total require- 
ments for assigned personnel and their families. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SLaTINSHEK. Page 198 of your backup book: “Eglin Air Force 
Base, Valparaiso, Fla.: Operational facilities, maintenance facili- 
ties, research, development, and test facilities, supply facilities, and 
community facilities, $2,312,000.” 

General Curtin. The next location to be considered is Eglin Air 
Force Base, located 2 miles southwest of Valparaiso, Fla. 
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The planned use of this base is for the Air Proving Ground Center 
Headquarters ‘and a SAC bomber mission. The program requested 
amounts to $2,312,000 and includes 10 items as follows: 

The first item is for a large aircraft washrack. There is no facility 
on base which may be used for washing bombers and other heavy-type 
aircraft assigned to this installation. 

The second item will provide approach lighting for the existing 
12,000-foot runway. Under low visibility conditions the pilots have 
difficulty in landings, and the installation of a standard lighting system 
is required to overcome this problem, enhance safety, reduce missed 
approaches, and increase air traffic flow. 

Items 3, 4, 6, 8, and 9 provide facilities in support of the SAC mis- 
sion assigned to the base. These items consist of a fire station to be 
located in the SAC area, which is remote from the base proper; an 
additional maintenance dock for large aircraft required to partly ful- 
fill the existing deficiency ; an addition to the armament and electronics 
shop is required to provide inspection and testing of complex elec- 
tronic equipment installed in heavy bomber aircraft and will complete 
the requirement for this facility; additional multicubicle storage to 
complete the requirement for storage of weapons, and a new ware- 
house in the SAC area which is located about 5 miles from the base 
supply area. 

The fifth item is for an auto maintenance shop to replace the exist- 
ing substandard shop which is a fire and structural hazard and is 
scheduled for demolition. 

The seventh item is for an addition to the Eglin Gulf Test Range 
required for testing missiles with increased capability, and is needed 
to augment those facilities previously programed for guidance, 
tracking, range safety, and supply backup. 

The 10th item is for an annex to the existing chapel in the Ben’s 
Lake housing area, required to partly fulfill the deficiency of re- 
ligious educational facilities of assigned personnel. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask just at that point 

Mr. SiaTINSHEK. Page—— 

Mr. Durnam. Did they provide any housing for Eglin this year? 
Is there any housing in the bill for Eglin ? 

General Curtin. Family housing, sir? 

Mr. Durnam. Yes. 

General Curtin. No, sir. 

Colonel Parkum. No, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Isany request made for it ? 

General Curtin. Colonel Lucas? 

Colonel Lucas. No, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. There has been a lot of complaint down there about 
housing. 

ee, Without objection, the item is approved. Read 
the next one. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. Page 210 in your backup: “Holloman Air Force 
Base, Alamogordo, N. Mex.: Maintenance facilities, and utilities, 
$467,000.” 

General Curtin. The next location to be considered is Holloman 
Air Force Base, located 6 miles southwest of Alamogordo, N. Mex. 
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The planned use of this base is for the Air Force Missile Develop- 
ment Center Headquarters and for a drone squadron. The total pro- 
gram being requested is $467,000, consisting of two items as follows: 

The first item is for an addition to the existing 10,789-square-foot 
parachute and dinghy shop needed for the packing of parachutes up 
to 100 feet in diameter. Approximately 40 personnel and drag chutes 
and 36 system chutes are packed daily, aiid the resent tables of or- 
ganization messhall structure located some 3 miles distant can only 
accommodate parachutes up to 44 feet in diameter. The completion 
of the requested item will satisfy total requirements. 

The second item is for additional water storage required to provide 
adequate water to meet domestic and fire demands of the base, and 
preclude the necessity of curtailing activities in the critical technical 
areas during periods of high consumption. Included in this project 
are 8 miles of water mains to supply the Launch Area, Captive Missile 
Test Track, Missile Assembly and Laboratory Area. The construc- 
tion of this project will satisfy the total requirements for the base. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Suattnsuex. Page 213 in your backup ddl “Kirtland Air 
Force Base, Albuquerque, N. Mex.: Operational and training facilities, 
research, development, and test facilities, utilities, and real estate, 
$3,596,000.” 

General Currin. The next location to be considered is Kirtland 
Air Force Base, located 2 miles southeast of Albuquerque, N. Mex. 

The planned use of this base is for the Air Force Special Weapons 
Center Headquarters, two fighter-interceptor squadrons, one of which 
is operated by the Air Defense Command, the other by the Air Na- 
tional Guard, and headquaters for SAGE Air Defense Sector. The 
total program requested is $3,596,000, consisting of six items: 

The first item is for a runway overrun at the west end of the pri- 
mary runway which will release 1,000 feet of pavement that is now 
being used as an overrun, thereby increasing the effective length by 
1,000 feet to provide additional capability and safety for mission 
aircraft. The additional length is of prime operational importance 
for this high-altitude base where the 12,774-foot runway is only 
equivalent to an 8,200-foot runway at sea level. Kirtland Air Force 
Base was the fourth businest commercial airfield in the United States 
in 1958, and landings and takeoffs have increased 10 percent in 1959. 
Sixty percent of all operations at this base utilize this runway. 

The second item for shoulder stabilization along three taxiways is 
needed to provide ready access to runways for B-52’s, reduce damage 
to jet engines caused from debris blown onto the taxiway, and reduce 
the taxiway sweeping operation caused by each B-52 flight. Shoulder 
stabilization is considered a standard Air Force requirement for all 
heavy bomber bases. The construction of this work will satisfy the 
total requirement. 

The third item for a new technical library is needed for the safe 
storage and reference use of known data relating to the science of 
nuclear fission. It will be a necessary tool for the Air Force Special 
Weapons Center mission, the Air Research and Development Com- 





mand, and other Air Force units requiring technical knowledge of 


this particular science. The existing facility of 9,884 square feet’ is 
inadequate in size, is a fire hazard, and is of such poor construction 
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that it is impossible to provide the needed security measures to safe- 
guard the highly classified documents contained therein. 

The fourth item is a nuclear warfare laboratory required for ex- 
ploratory research involving new phenomena associated with the det- 
onation of nuclear weapons at high altitudes. The requirements to 
be investigated relate to the field of induced communications and 
radar blackout, kill radii of our nuclear weapons, their vulnerability, 
especially at high altitudes, and other special tests. 

The fifth item requested is needed to provide additional water stor- 
age to meet the domestic and industrial demands of the base. The 
existing wells have the capacity to meet the water demands, but be- 
cause of insufficient storage capacities to meet the peak daily demands, 
this water must be purchased. 

The last item requested is for the acquisition of land needed to 
support the runway overrun work included in this program. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The SratinsHex. Page 220 of your backup book: “Laurence G. 
Hanscom Field, Bedford, Mass.: Research, development, and test 
facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, and real estate, 
$2,011,000.” 

General Curtin. The next location to be considered is L. G. Hans- 
com Field, located 2 miles south, southwest of Bedford, Mass. 

The planned use of this base is for the Air Force Cambridge Re- 
search Center Headquarters and the Air Force Command Control and 
Development Division. The total program being requested is 
$2,011,000, consisting of four items: 

The first item is for a plasma physics electronic laboratory. This 
facility is required to conduct research in gaseous and plasma physics, 
which is eedled to promote development in the performance of elec- 
tronic devices and radiation weapons. 

The second item is for the rehabilitation of the existing liquid fuel 
storage facility. This facility was constructed for temporary use 
during World War II and has deteriorated to the extent that it is 
far below present standards for fuel storage. 

The third item is for a command and control building required to 
relieve the crowded conditions of personnel in the Air Force Com- 
mand and Control Development Division and the Electronics Systems 
Center. 

The fourth item is for acquisition of a clearance easement for land 
adjoining both ends of the NE.-SW. runway and the west end of the 
E.-W. runway. The original easements acquired by the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts have expired and that Commonwealth main- 
tains that responsibility for renewing the easements rests with the Air 
Force. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Srratron. Mr, Chairman, may I ask a question on this? 

The CuarrMan. Yse, sir. 

Mr. Srrarron. Mr. Secretary, I understand that this represents a 
transfer of facilities from Griffiss Air Force Base to Massachusetts, 
and that this amount represents a duplication in Massachusetts of 
facilities already existing in Rome, N.Y.; is that correct ? 

Mr. Ferry. No; there is no duplication, sir. I cannot—the 
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General Curtin. May I answer that ? 

Mr. Ferry. Take that. 

General Curtin. There is a functional—you want to take that, Colo- 
nel Morris? 

Colonel Morris. This is the organization of the Command and Con- 
trol Development Division at CRC. 

Mr. Strarron. I cannot hear you, I am sorry. 

The CuarrMan. Let there be order, members. 

Colonel Morris. The organization of a Command and Control De- 
velopment Division at Cambridge. The only thing that is transferred 
from Rome is 32 people. 

Mr. Srrarron. Thirty-two people ? 

Colonel Morris. This is so; yes, sir. 

Mr. Srratron. Well, I mean we have had a lot of trouble with people 
getting transferred out of New York State. I do not think we want 
to approve the transfer of any of them. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. We are 
not dealing with the census this morning. We are dealing with other 
things. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Stratton. Mr. Chairman, if I may, I would like to find out what 
this is, because this is a matter of grave concern to the Members of 
Congress from this area. 

Tam only indirectly concerned with it. 

And frankly we have had some difficulty in trying to find out what 
the Air Force was up to with regard to Griffiss. And it was my under- 
standing that there was a fairly substantial move, of which this was 
one part, from an existing base to a new base. 

The CHarrMan. Well, they are not cutting down the installation at 
Rome, N.Y. They may take a few people from it in the interest of 
economy. But that installation is going to stay there. 

Mr. Srratron. Well, I wonder if we could get a little fuller explana- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, of just what is being transferred and what the 
future prospects are. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher, get up that information and put it in 
the record. 

The realinement of the management structure for research and development 
on command and control systems will hasten the translation of the applicable 
technology into useful military weapon systems. Locating the Air Force Com- 
mand and Control Development Division at Hanscom Field, Mass., will central- 
ize program direction in this field of endeavor. The resultant impact on man- 
power at Griffiss Air Force Base will be the transfer of 32 manpower spaces 
from the Rome Air Materiel Area to the Electronics Systems Center (AMC) 
at Hanscom Field. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Srrarron. Could we get it from the Air Force, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. We will get it from the Air Force, 

General Curtin. Yes, sir, we will furnish it. 

Mr. SiatrnsHek. The next item appears on page—— 

Mr. Srrarron. I would like to be recorded—— 

The Cnatrman. Against this item ? 

Mr. Srratron. As having withheld my vote on this item until the 
information is available. 

The Cuatrman. All right, let the record show the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Stratton, does not acquiesce on the item, on this 
$2,011,000. Without objection. 
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Mr. SiatinsHeK. The next item appears on page 225 of your 
backup book: Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Fla.: Operational fa- 
cilities, maintenance facilities, research, development, and test facili- 
ties, supply facilities, and utilities, $5,363,000. 

General Curtin. The next location to be considered is Patrick Air 
Force Base, located 2 miles south of Cocoa Beach, Fla. 

The planned use of this base is for the Air Force Missile Test 
Center Headquarters. The total program being requested includes 
$3,151,000 for 5 items at Patrick and $2,912,000 for 12 items at Cape 
Canaveral and other auxiliary stations. The total program cost is 
$5,363,000, 

The five items at Patrick Air Force Base are as follows: 

The first item is for rehabilitation of the 9,000-foot primary runway 
with additions of an overrun, taxiway, warmup holding pad, and 
lighting. The existing runway pavement is inadequate in bearing 
strength for heavy aircraft, and the additional work is required for 
operational safety and efficiency of aircraft supplying logistic sup- 
port to the Atlantic missile range. 

The second item, for a plating and sanding shop, is required for 
cleaning, dyeing, or plating components of equipment used on the 
Atlantic missile range. The plating work is necessary because of the 
combination of high humidity, high temperature, and sandblown salt 
air from the ocean which subjects missile tracking and guidance 
equipment, support equipment aircraft, and missiles to severe corro- 
sion. The present shop is inadequate, poorly ventilated, and located 
within an existing hangar where it occupies space needed for field 
maintenance metal shops. ‘There are no neighboring industrial facili- 
ties that can perform this work. 

The third item is for a small installations engineer maintenance shop 
to be located in the newly developed Capehart housing area, which 
is too remote from the existing base maintenance shops for efficient 
maintenance. 

The fourth item is for rehabilitation, modernization, and extension 
of the steam distribution system to existing and programed facili- 
ties. There is a requirement for heating of the 12 existing buildings 
from a central plant, to eliminate individual building boilers, which 
have been in service over 10 years, have deteriorated and need 
replacement. 

The fifth item is to provide secondary treatment for the sewage. 
This treatment is required to bring the sewage to an acceptable stand- 
ard before it is emptied into the Banana River. The State health 
department has requested the base to construct such a secondary treat- 
ment to reduce stream pollution. 

The 10 items at Cape Canaveral, amounting to $1,647,000, are as 
follows: 

The first five items for guided missile cable and support are for 
expansion of the instrumentation system to support the expanding 
program for testing guided missiles. These cables are needed to sup- 
port expansion of the ICBM and IRBM launch areas, Atlantic missile 
range area, and facilities in the port area. In addition, it will provide 
space for audio distribution amplifiers, data transmission and video 
switching, fire sequencers, and programing equipment. The present 
_ <a—ete satisfy imposed data communication requirements 
eihciently. 
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The sixth item is for a warning system required to warn base and 
civilian personnel within a radius of 1,500 to 3,500 feet from a given 
launching pad that a hazardous condition exists prior to static firing 
of missiles, 

The seventh item is for additional warehouse space, required for 
storage of materials which must now be stored outside, where they 
are subject to salt air and hurricane damage. While 44,000 square 
feet exists there is a total requirement for 93,000 square feet, leaving a 
deficit of 49,000 square feet and this request will satisfy only 80 per- 
cent of the total requirement. 

The eighth item is to provide secondary treatment for the sewage, 
which is require to make the sewage acceptable for dumping into the 
Banana River. The Florida State Health Department has requested 
all municipalities adjacent to the Banana River to provide this sec- 
ondary treatment of sewage effluent, as such measures are absolutely 
essential for the elimination of health and epidemic hazards. 

The ninth item is for an 18-foot wide roadway paralleling the exist- 
ing main entrance road, required to accommodate the large increase 
in vehicular traflic supporting test programs at this base. 

The tenth item is for a security fence to parallel the new north 
boundary. The fence is required to provide better security for the 
launch areas. 

One item at Antigua test site costing $277,000, will provide a com- 
munications and operations building, required to increase the com- 
munications capability on this expanding station to support. all 
existing and new missiles programs. This base is being expanded from 
au secondary support station to one of primary importance on the Atlan- 
tic missile range. When the existing submarine cable in this range 
has been extended to this base, it will become a communications ter- 
minal for transfer of all messages and data from uprange subcable 
to downrange radio. 

The last item is at Wideawake Field on Ascension Island costing 
$288,000. It will provide additional avgas storage to meet the full 
requirement for this station. At the present time, drums are used for 
storage, which presents a costly handling and resupply problem at 
this isolated area. The tankage, when constructed, will amortize the 
cost of this project in 2 years. 

The Cuairman. Now, upon an examination of the breakdown of 
the items, I think the facts will warrant that being reduced to 
$2.021,000, instead of $5,363,000. 

Now point out, Mr. Kelleher, what we think we would be warranted 
in leaving out. 

Mr. Kevtener. Two items, Mr. Chairman. One, at Cape Canaveral, 
asecurity fence for $91,000 for an area that is not yet developed. And 
this item would not be funded, 

The other is at Patrick Air Force Base itself. It is a steam line, 
similarly not funded this year, and therefore of low priority. 

The Cramman. Now in that connection, I think this. I think that 
some criticism of the Air Force is justified on the Capehart housing 
being constructed down there. Of course, you have a maximum of 
some $16,000. And in that area, in nearly every unit you went right 
up to the maximum. I think you could have built those houses down 
there, in view of the climate and in view of the other factors, at a 
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creat deal less than the maximum amount that you spent in construct- 
ing Capehart houses. wort 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Vinson, curiously enough, while Florida is thought 
of as being a low-cost building area, at Cape Canaveral it is actually— 
the factor by the Dodge reports is 1.2. In other words, it is 20 percent 
higher than the standard price in the United States. 

The Cuairman. Why? ’ 

Mr. Ferry. Shortage of men. A great deal of construction is going 
on there for the activity at the base. People have a long distance to 
travel to get to work. They are not particularly attracted to this. 
There is a lot of work going on in the area, and when there is, the 
price always goes up. Le. 

The Cuamman. Well, I was a little disappointed in noticing how 
much it cost to build a house there. As a rule, I thought you could 
build in that section—I do not know, but you do not have any trouble 
with the frost lines and all those kind of things. The foundation does 
not have to be exactly upon a rock. Nearly the whole area is on coral 
rock, anyhow. I thought you could build a little bit cheaper. But you 
did not do it. You have given the explanation that there is so much 
building down there and competition is so keen, everybody is getting 
a big price for everything they do. ’ 

Mr. Ferry. Actually, sir, in order to get within the statutory limit 
of $16,500, we had to reduce the gross area of those at Patrick down 
to 980 square feet. 3 

The Cuatrman. All right, without objection, the amendment is 
agreed to. And we reduce that item to $5,021,000. 

Colonel Parkuitit. Mr. Chairman, could we discuss briefly the 
steam mains and security fence ? 

The Cuamman. Well, we have looked into that. We think you ean 
squeeze along with a littl economy there. Of course we do not expect 
the Air Force to agree to any of these reductions, because you think 
you are on sound ground. But there is always two sides to everything. 
And from our analysis, I think we are warranted in reducing this item. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

The Cuatrman,. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. To refresh my mind, I think a moment ago you men- 
tioned that some airfield had been closed in Florida. Was there one 
closed in Florida, or about to be closed ? 

Mr. Ferry. There is Orlando, where we shut down the flying 
activity. 

Mr. Arenps. Yes. 

Mr. Ferry. We did not close the support part of the base. There 
is a lot of warehouse area and a lot of support activity going on. But 
we closed down flying. 

The CuatrMan. Read the next item—Sacramento. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Sacramento Peak Upper Air Research Site, 
Alamogordo, N. Mex.: Research, development, and test facilities, 
$166,000. 

General Curtin. The last ARDC location to be considered is Sac- 
‘amento Peak, located 16 miles south of Cloudcroft, N. Mex. 

The planned use of this station is for solar research to develop 
methods for predicting sun induced geophysical disturbances. The 
total program being requested is for $166,000 and includes one item 








3126 


for an addition to the solar observatory laboratory, required to house 
new equipment and personnel for the analysis and interpretation of 
data obtained from existing optical instruments. This interpretation 
is vital to the Air Force for increasing its knowledge of the operational 
environment of the upper atmosphere and near space. Further, 
computers and ancillary equipment available for data processing 
cannot now be installed because of lack of floor space. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection the item is agreed to. 

Now the next command is the Air Training Command. 

Now, tell the committee briefly what Air Training Command is. 

Mr. Ferry. The Air Training Command is responsible for the pro- 
duction of all of our enlisted personnel within the Air Force. They 
take the basic recruit when he comes in. They train him to be the 
lowest grade airman and send him out for duty. 

They then bring back the recruit and prepare the specialist for the 
many hundreds of specialties that are utilized within the Air Force. 

They operate flying training schools, they operate mechanical train- 
ing schools, flying schools, they operate electronic schools; they oper- 
ate a repair school, they operate heating schools, and they operate 
POL schools. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Let me clear this up with reference to 
training. Now, of course, we know it is a great deal of special train- 
ing. Now, do you give them any fundamental training, fundamental 
military training, on how to handle rifles, machineguns, and to defend 
themselves or to defend the base, or anything along that line? 

Mr. Ferry. At Lackland Air Force Base where all new recruits 
come in, we give them a course of what we call basic training, which 
includes the shooting with rifles, with hand guns, the basic training 
for self protection in bodyup contact, and obstacle courses. It is the 
simplified and reduced course given to any soldier. 

The Cuarmman. Well, now, strictly from a military standpoint, the 
personnel of the Air Force does not defend the barracks, does it? 

Mr. Ferry. They may, and we are prepared in time of war to 
defend the base from saboteurs and from any possible little raid that 
might occur. 

The Cuatrrman. How much training do you give these recruits now 
to fire rifles and hand grenades or small-arms training? 

Mr. Ferry. The basic course is 7 weeks, during which time they 
get their training at Lackland Air Force Base. Part of the time is 
devoted to the firing of small arms. 

The Cuatrman. Is that training received there practically the 
same training that a recruit in the Army would get in that 7 weeks? 
Mr. Ferry. It is almost identical, sir. It follows the pattern. 

The CHamman. Then he knows something about how to fight and 
how to defend himself and how to handle weapons to which he has 
been assigned. 

Mr. Ferry. And to learn to comport himself in the military man- 
ner, to accept discipline and such. 

The Cuatrman. Now, after he takes that 7 weeks’ training there, 
then he is given special training in special lines? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And then from then on he becomes a specialist. 

Mr. Ferry. That is right. 
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The Cuarrman. But he has had the fundamental training to be 
able to use weapons if it becomes necessary ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. He may, however, during the course of his career within 
the Air Force, be returned to special schools for advanced training. 
The brighter ones are. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenps. I notice in going through with this whole book, which 
I did prior to this—and I am not complaining at all—there is not a 
thing in here for Chanute Airfield in Illinois, Rantoul, Ill. Is that 
indicative of anything? Are they in such good shape that they do 
not have to have a dollar here? 

Mr. Ferry. Chanute is pretty well fitted up. 

Mr. Arenps. That has nothing to do with their future ? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. Chanute is a well-equipped base. 

The Cuamman. Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. 

Mr. Arenps. That is the reason for the question I asked. What 
is it indicative of ? 

Mr. Ferry. There is no cold wind blowing, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arenps. It is not in my district, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wirson. I would like to have some facts or figures, Mr. Chair- 
man, from the Air Force about what their future training program is. 

As we are going from missiles—I mean from manned aircraft to 
missiles, it is obvious that the training program throughout the Air 
Force is going to reduce. I understand that eventually there is 
going to be as few going through training as 1,500 men a year. 

Mr. Kinpay. Pilots. 

Mr. Wuson. Well, a lot of these facilities are for increased run- 
ways, and so forth. 

I do not understand, when they are talking about closing bases 
down, why we have to be talking about at this time, extending 
runways and adding facilities to existing air bases. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, we must be ready to have some defense 
besides the missile defense. And you won't hardly see, in a great 
many years, the complete abandonment of manned aircraft. 

Mr. Wirson. I know that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. We have to go along slow and all that. 

Mr. Witson. I know that, Mr. Chairman. But it does not make 
sense, that I can see, that we are adding training facilities at a time 
when a lot of training bases are going to be cut down. Now the 
Air Foree—— 

The CHatrman. We are not adding any in the bill. There is 
not a new one in the bill. 

General Curtin. May I make a comment on that, Mr. Chair- 
man ? 

The CrHatrman. Yes. Let us hear you, General. 

General Curtin. It is true that we can anticipate that the pilot 
training rate will decrease in the next 10 years. However, the 
need still remains for facilities, updated facilities, in terms of run- 
way length, maintenance facilities, shops, and so on, for the newer 
aircraft that are coming into the inventory. These will be the ones 
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in which the pilot has to be trained. That is the requirement. to which 
the facilities in that program are geared. 

The CHamman. Now, “this would be probably of some interest. to 
the committee. The other day I was asking some general in the office 
and some members of the Air Force there are about 900,000 in the 
Air Force. 

Mr. Ferry. 825,000, sir. 

The Cuamman. 825,000—you tell this committee, out of the 825,000, 
how many ¢an fight with an airplane or are assigned to use airplanes 
in combat. 

Now, the information was given us that out of the 800-and-some 
thousand people in the Air Force, only about 47,000 were qualified to 
fight. 

Mr. Van Zanprt.. To fight. 

The Cuatrman. As pilots. Is that about correct ? 

Mr. Ferry. I do not feel that I would care to comment on that, sir, 
because it is somewhat out of my field of activity. But I will be very 
glad to furnish that for the record. 

(The information is as follows:) 





As of December 31, 1959 there were 53,697 rated pilots in the Air Force. 


The Cuatrman. Then you are getting around to this position. It 
was testified here that when one salvo of the missile is fired, why then 
everybody that is connected with that fades away. Then you will 
only have some 47,825 that will be in the air fighting. 

So the bulk of the Air Force personnel is going to be just on the 
ground and sitting around desks and things of that nature, are they 
not ? 

Mr. Ferry. I would not like you to get the notion that we sit around 
desks, because most of the activity behind the lines is shop activity. 

The Cuatrman. I mean, you are going to be far away from the row 
of any activity. 

Mr. Ferry. It is a very complex and expensive business keeping 
airplanes in the air and it will become an extremely complex business 
keeping these missiles in shape. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Now, let us go on with the bill. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. That is right. 

The Cuatrman, Air Training Command. 

Mr. Fisner. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. The next item 

Mr. Fisner. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question before he goes 
ahead with the items? 

The Cuairman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fisuer. I do not find any item in here pertaining to Good fellow 
Air Force Base. That is under the security training ‘command. 

General Curtry. Security Service Command. 

Mr. Fisner. Security Service Command. 

Mr. Ferry. Right. 

Mr. Fisrer. Is there: any item in here for that 

General Currin. No, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. The commanding officer down there has talked 
to me several times. In fact, I went through the little improvised 
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space they use for an airmen’s service club. For 2 or 3 years they 
have been desperately in need of one. And General Fisher last year 
told me that it had come through, as a normal request, but it had been 
cut out because of the ceiling. I understand the same was done this 
year. 

* Mr. Ferry. That is correct, Mr. Fisher. 

Mr. Fisuer. Can you tell me something about that and the need 
for it? 

Mr. Ferry. The Air Force, like other military services, just antici- 
pates having so much money made available to it each annual fiscal 
appropriation. Each base will come in with a number of things which 
they feel very badly in need of. 

This program came into us this year with over $2 billion worth of 
new things. Clearly we could not expect to build all those $2 billion 
in new things this year. 

So, we only take those which are in our judgment of highest priority 
and ask for authorization and fundings in this year. 

Mr. Fisner. I see. 

I was going to ask you to comment on the situation at Goodfellow, 
if you are familiar with it, with respect to the need of it. 

General Curtin. May I comment on that ? 

Mr. Fisurr. Yes, sir. 

General Curtrn. IT remember, in general terms, the Goodfellow 
Service Club. It seems to me the situation there was that they had a 
small, 4,000 to 5,000 square foot, very inadequate facility from the 
standpoint of size as well as construction. Their proposal was to build 
about a 19,800-square-foot facility for $432,000. 

Now, I do remember this item because it was sort of, in terms of 
priority, at about the bottom of the list that went into this program. 
It was certainly one that we looked at very hard. 

Mr. Fisurr. Well, you recognize the necessity for it. 

General Curtty. There is no question that there is the necessity for 
a service club there. 

Mr. Fisuer. Mr. Chairman, I understand there are 2,400 airmen 
there that depend on that facility, which is terribly inadequate. They 
have to go outside toturn around. It is jammed up, small, and a World 
War IT facility. 

The Cramreman. I have looked into this, after the gentleman from 
Texas, Mr. Fisher, called it to my attention and T think the committee 
would be warranted in accepting an amendment dealing with—what 
was the amount of the amendment ? 

Mr. Fisner. $452,000. 

The CrratrmMan. Have you fixed it up? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. 

The CratrmMan. Read the amendment. 

Mr. Ketiener. On page 28, between lines 21 and 22, insert “Good- 
fellow Air Force Base, San Angelo Tex.: Community facility, 
$432,000.” 

The Cuarrman. We have not come to it yet in the bill? 

Mr. Keiiener. It will be a few lines down, sir. 

The Cuarman. All right, go ahead. 

Amarillo Air Force Base. Now, we reduced that from $2,173,000 to 
$1,098,000. 
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Mr. StatinsHek. Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Tex.: Oper- 
ational and training facilities and maintenance, $2,173,000. 

General Currin. The first Air Training Command installation to be 
considered is Amarillo Air Force Base, located 11 miles east of the 
city of Amarillo, Tex. The planned use of this base is for a technical 
training and a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber mission. The 
total program requested amounts to $2,173,000 comprising six items, 
as een. 

(a) The first item in this program for warmup holding pad is 
required at the southwest end of the primary runway, to increase the 
operational capability of SAC heavy bomber aircraft. It will permit 
final runup of engines, and allow instrument checks to be performed 
before takeoff, without interrupting normal traffic flow at the base. 
The item will satisfy the total requirement for the installation. 

(6) The second item for an aircraft wash rack is needed to support 
the maintenance and operation of SAC heavy bombers. The accumu- 
lation of dirt, grime, and grease on aircraft increases airflow drag, aids 
corrosion, and slows the dissipation of heat from engines as well as 
preventing efficient aircraft inspections for airframe and mechanical 
failures. No facilities exist at this installation that can be utilized for 
this purpose. 

(c) The third item for a combination fire station is needed to house 
three additional structural and two aircraft firefighting trucks as- 
signed to this base. It will replace an existing, uneconomically rep- 
arable structure built some 10 years ago and is scheduled for demoli- 
tion. The facility is needed to service SAC aircraft under emergency 
conditions, provide protection to some 14,000 assigned personnel at 
this installation. 

(d) The fourth item for a SAC operational mission training fa- 
cility of 2,200 square feet is required to house the training equipment 
and devices scheduled for Amarillo. The complicated aircraft and 
equipment now in use necessitate continuous training of both opera- 
tional and maintenance personnel. Training devices have proved 
most beneficial and economical when crews change to new weapons 
systems. Their use prior to actual flight enhances flying safety 
through insuring knowledge of normal and emergency procedures. 

(e) The fifth item for the procurement and erection of two large 
SAC aircraft maintenance docks are required in addition to the four 
docks now existing at this base, which will satisfy 85 percent of the 
total requirement. 

(f) The sixth and last item in this program is for an addition to 
the armament and electronic shop to provide additional storage and 
maintenance space required by the expanding and more complex elec- 
tronic equipment installed in heavy bomber aircraft. The item when 
constructed will complete the total requirement at this base. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The amendment is agreed to and the item is agreed to. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Proceed, Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I would like to ask a question regarding this Air Train- 
ing Command. 

Now, there has been a great deal of criticism levied at that. 
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I am not discussing Indiana, because we do not have any there and 
never have had and probably never will get it. We just help to 
support, by taxes, the other ones in the country. 

But how many of these air training bases have you abandoned 
training in within the last 3 years, can you tell us? 

Mr. Ferry. Well, sir, I recall two immediately. There are only two 
that come to my mind. 

Mr. Bray. And how many are you contemplating abandoning 
within the next 3 years? 

Mr. Ferry. Potentially, we may shut down another four. 

Mr. Bray. Another four? 

Mr. Ferry. Four. 

Mr. Bray. And I have had several Congressmen here discuss the 
matter, about bases for training being abandoned or cut down. Yet 
you are coming here with a request for $22 million when you have 
already cut down three, that you are abandoning, and you are going 
to abandon four more in the next 3 years. 

Furthermore, a field in which we are sure we are—we are not 
phasing out, but cutting down greatly. 

It seems to me that that $22 million or a substantial portion of 
that, could be used for something that we need. 

Now, the American people are getting very disgusted with your 
closing down a base that has good facilities there and then spending 
millions of dollars on other bases. I frankly agree with them. I 
am utterly disgusted. 

Mr. Ferry. I think it would be well, Mr. Bray, if we regarded the 
difference of what we need. If the pilot training rate comes down—- 
and it has come down and is going further down—clearly we do not 
need flying schools. 

Now, those flying schools which were designed for that specific 
purpose are not at all useful without additional construction for an 
electronic school, for example, or for a POL school or for a refrigera- 
tion school. It would mean the building up of that base into a new 
technical school, when we have a technical school somewhere else 
which just needs some minor additions. 

Mr. Bray. I do not have the facilities to go into all of these re- 
quests. But I will say that the ghost fields that you have in this 
country are monuments, I will not say to stupidity, but monuments 
to gross miscalculation and planning. 

That is all. 

Frankly, if it were up to me, I would cut this 75 percent. 

Mr. Ferry. I do not think, sir, that is truly the case. When you 
think that these schools were opened up for the Korean war, when 
we had a requirement and when we were forced of necessity—— 

Mr. Bray. Yes, but what I am saying here: 

You are abandoning those schools—and you have given the figures 
for the next 3 years. I think it is more than that. I think it is 5 
in the last couple of years that have been closed. I may be in error 
onthat. — 

The fact is that you are still expanding bases. I do not know 
whether a schoolroom—whether you have to abandon a school build- 
ing because you are changing a chemistry course. 

That is all I have to say. 
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Mr. Ferry. The equipment that is being utilized in these technical 
schools—and I think, for example, of the electronic school that we 
are asking for down at Keesler Air Force Base—is an entirely 
different physical structure from anything such as exists on a flying 
school. 

Mr. Bray. I was very much impressed by the chairman’s mention 
of the very small percentage of your great amount in the Air Force 
that is used for actual combat work. 

Because, after all, the only purpose of the Air Force, or either of 
the other services, is for combat. You have to have the backup. | 
realize that. But sometimes we seem to forget the whole purpose 
that we are working for. 

The CHarmman. Well, let us read on now. I think we have all the 
information on that and the background. 

Of course, you have to remember this. Now, let us not be in too 
big a hurry to get rid of that which we have and before we develop 
these other things. 

You have to carry on this broad air program for defense, without 
trying to cut it down too fast. Because, in this transitory period, 
you have to be very cautious. You must not be in too big a hurry 
now. We know what we can do. If you get in too big a hurry, you 
may be in a hotbox. 

Mr. Stattnsnex. “Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex., 
Troop housing, $734,000.” 

General Curtin. Brooks Air Force Base is located 6 miles south- 
southeast of San Antonio, Tex. The planned use of this base is for 
the School of Aviation Medicine. The program contains a request 
for $754,000 and comprises three items. 

(a) The first item for which authorization is requested is for the 
construction of 170 units of family housing with private capital 
under the provision of title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

(6) The second item for an officers’ dining hall is needed to feed 
assigned student officers on a strict schedule, with minimum inter- 
ference to classroom work. Permanently assigned officers totaling 
157 men and 161 high-grade civilians will be furnished their needs 
in this facility. There are no facilities existing at this installation 
that can be utilized for this purpose and the completion of the item 
will satisfy 100 percent of the total base requirement. 

(c) The last item for 48 bachelor officers’ quarters is needed to 
house the student officers attending courses at the School of Aviation 
Medicine, While there are 185 spaces existing at this base, they are 
wholly inadequate and are scheduled for demolition. Adequate off- 
base housing is not available in the area, and the construction of the 
proposed quarters will only meet 30 percent of the total requirement. 
It is planned to enter into a phased program for the balance of offi- 
cer housing requirements in future years programs. 

The Cruamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Siatinsnek. The next item appears on page 261 of your backup 
book, “James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Tex.: Operational fa- 
cilities and maintenance facilities, $670,000.” 

General Curtin. James Connally Air Force Base is located 1 mile 
north-northwest of Lacy Lakeview, Tex. The planned use of James 
Connally Air Force Base is for navigational radar interceptor train- 
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ing and primary basic navigator training. The program requested 
for James Connally includes three items amounting to $670,000. 

(a) The first item entitled “Lighting runway, narrow gage and 
centerline,” is one of the essential components of an integrated ap- 
proach and landing system required at bases chosen as an area “safe 
haven” for recovery of aircraft during periods of extremely bad 
weather conditions. It consists of a system of high intensity lights 
embedded 30 feet from and parallel to the centerline of the runway for 
the first 3,200 feet in the landing zone. From this point, smaller 
lights are embedded at regular intervals along the runway centerline 
for the remainder of the runway, to allow for accurate directional 
control and deceleration. 

(b) The second item in this program is for a control tower to re- 
place an existing tower which is wholly inadequate from a flying 
safety standpoint, due to extremely poor visibility, glare from ver- 
tically mounted glass and limited floorspace. The area required to 
house the added control equipment has increased, and a new control 
tower is therefore extremely urgent in order not to jeopardize the 
entire control operation. 

(c) The third and last item in the program is for the replacement 
of a parachute and dinghy shop at this base. The existing structure, 
built in 1942 has badly deteriorated, walls have sagged and the roof 
leaks badly requiring excessive maintenance to retain it in a condition 
for use. 

Additionally, the space available in this building is less than half 
the area required to inspect, pack, and maintain the large numbers of 
parachutes and dinghies needed to support the flying mission. The 
old structure will be demolished upon completion of this facility. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsueKk. The next item is the amendment introduced by 
Mr. Fisher, “Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Tex., $432,000.” 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, it is inserted in the bill. 

Mr. Siatinsuenk. The next item, on page 265 of your backup, 
“Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Miss.: Operational and training 
facilities, $2,499,000.” 

General Currin. Keesler Air Force Base is located 1 mile north of 
Biloxi, Miss. The planned use is for a technical training center. 
The program requested for this base is $2,499,000, and involves two 
items. 

The first item requested is for a combination fire station with a 
capacity of three stalls, which, when added to the existing two-stall 
structure, will satisfy 60 percent of the total requirement. There is 
an existing three-stall crash station which was built in 1942, but it 
has deteriorated to such an extent that it is beyond economical] repair 
due to dry rot and termite damage, and is scheduled for demolition. 

The last item requested in this program for Keesler is for a tech- 
nical training building to support maintenance and operational train- 
ing in electronic data processing, digital and analog computer work 
and related career areas. This 2-story, concrete, windowless, air- 
conditioned structure will house 88 laboratories equipped with about 
$3 million worth of special training devices now located at IBM 
plant at Kingston, N.Y. In addition, it will house fabricated syn- 
thetic trainers manufactured at Keesler and additional electronic data 
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processing equipment from Air Force assets. This facility, together 
with the existing buildings, will satisfy the total requirement at 
this installation for this specialized structure. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr, StatrnsHek. The next item, 288 in your backup book, “Lack- 
land Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex.: Training facilities, adminis- 
trative facilities, and troop housing, $3,022,000.” 

General Curtin. Lackland Air Force Base is located 8 miles east- 
northeast of San Antonio, Tex. The planned use is for a basic mili- 
tary, technical, and precommission officer training school. The 
program requested for this base totals $3,022,000 and contains three 
projects as follows: 

(a) The first item is for modification of air conditioning in four 
existing academic classroom buildings to replace the present cooling 
system which uses four mechanical ventilating fans in each structure. 
The high temperature and excessive humidity in this area during 
the summer months reaching an average peak of 96°, with 69 percent 
humidity, makes it imperative to provide dependable, year-round 
air conditioning for both students and instructors. These 112 class- 
rooms are occupied by approximately 3,000 students daily. The 
training is conducted using a maximum of training aids such as 
training films, film strips, complex mechanical and electronic devices, 
and television, which increase the room temperature. 

(6) The second item for a squadron headquarters building is needed 
to provide minimum essential administrative supply and issue space 
for the 1,000 personnel who will be housed in the recruit training and 
housing facility requested elsewhere in this program. It -will ‘be 
utilized by the squadron commander and administrative personnel 
responsible for morning reports, payrolls, mail and duty rosters, and 
storage space for issue of squadron equipment, blankets, sheets, cots, 
and housekeeping-type items. There are no facilities in the proposed 
area of the troop housing which can be made available for use as squad- 
ron headquarters. 

(c) The last item requested in this program is needed to provide 
recruit training and housing for 1,040 men at this base. The 5 units, 
each with a capacity of 208 men, will be of special design for use 
in the basic military training program to provide housing and training 
areas, as an integrated facility. There are existing at this base a 
total of 20,425 housing spaces, with a requirement for 24,697. 

Mr. Kiwpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Secretary, one item you have in this bill is for 
$2,405,000 for troop housing, and so forth. 

Now this money will provide for 5 barracks of 208 men each, or 
1,040 men. 

Your present deficit there is 4,274 men or spaces. So this would be 
one-fourth of them. 

Now this contemplates a complex, does it not, of the types of build- 
ings, and so on, so the men can sleep, live, and be trained in one area? 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir. 

General Curtin. For the recruit training, I believe that is the one 
you refer to? 

’ Mr. Kitpay. For the recruit training. This is the one recruit recep- 
tion center. This is his first point of contact and his first impression. 
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General Curtin. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now in 1951, because, as you have here, overcrowded, 
unusable, makeshift facilities there, a program of building dormitory- 
type barracks was begun, in 1951, and a number of them were built. 
Then that program was suspended and has never been taken up since. 

General Curtin. That is correct, sir, if my memory serves me accu- 
rately on that. We did have a program about that time, in the Korean 
war buildup, that envisioned the construction of more barracks or 
dormitories than were ultimately constructed. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, the commander here at Lackland, in 
the Air Training Command, is very seriously concerned about this 
situation. 

And to see this rehabilitation that you do would just make your 
heart sick, to see the money that you are spending and when you get 
finished you have practically nothing anyway. 

I think this program should be accelerated, that two complexes 
should be built, at an addition—that would only be one-half of the 
existing deficit. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kinpay. Ata cost of $2,405,000. 

I offer an amendment, on page 29, line 2, to strike out “$3,022,000” 
and insert “$5,427,000.” 

The Cuamman. $5,427,000. 

Mr. Kuway. Right. 

The Crarrman. I had advantage of this amendment. We have 
looked into it. And TI think the facts warrant it. 

Without objection, the item is made $5,427,000. 

Read the next item. 

Mr. Kirpay. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Page 272 of your backup book. Lowry Air Force 
Base, Denver, Colo.: Maintenance facilities and utilities, $1,256,000. 

(The following was supplied for the record :) 


HovuseE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D.C., February 22, 1960. 
The Honorable Cart VINSON, 
Chairman, Armed Services Committee, House of Representatives. 


Dear Mr. Vinson: I wish to submit for insertion in the record in connection 
with H.R. 10220 a statement on the housing situation at Lowry Air Force Base, 
Colo. 

Military personnel assigned to Lowry Air Force Base have always experienced 
considerable difficulty in obtaining adequate rental housing within reasonable 
commuting distance from the base. The assignment of additional military per- 
sonnel in support of the Strategic Air Command missile mission further com- 
pounds the housing program. 

The Denver metropolitan area is a rapidly growing community far exceeding 
the ability of the local building industry to maintain pace with the growth. The 
population of Denver has more than doubled since 1942, and the Denver metro- 
politan area is rated as the third fastest growing area in the United States. 

Most of the housing constructed in the Denver area is sales type, with a limited 
number of rental units available. The influx of a large number of military 
personnel will more than saturate the available housing market. Residential 
surveys prepared for the Denver Board of Realtors show a unit vacancy factor 
of rental housing the Denver area varying between 3 to 6 percent. 

Based on the forecast of military population by the end of fiscal year 1963 
with the SAC missile personnel in place, Lowry Air Force Base will have a gross 
requirement for 3,155 family housing units. This is in addition to 1,115 lower 
grade airmen for whom the Air Force cannot program housing. Offsetting this 
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requirement there are only 587 units of onbase housing available. This onbase 
housing consists of 131 units of public quarters and 456 units of Wherry housing. 
In addition, authorization for 100 units of title VIII Capehart-Rains housing 
was included in Public Law 86-149, and although not constructed are counted 
as assets. Air Force personnel are now occupying 577 units of adequate private 
rental housing. Therefore 1,164 families are adequately housed, and with an 
additional 100-unit potential, there is a deficit balance of 1,572 for those families 
requiring housing. 

It has been determined by housing surveys that there are not sufficient rental 
units within a 15-mile radius of Lowry Air Force Base to satisfy incoming Air 
Force requirements. The economic strata of residential districts immediately 
east and south of Lowry Air Force Base are far above the average serviceman. 
These are high-priced private homes and could never be considered for rental 
purposes. Areas where military personnel can expect to find some adequate 
accommodations within their means are in the northwest and far southern 
areas of Greater Denver. Commuting time to Lowry Air Force Base from these 
areas is 30 minutes or more through congested traffic. Personnel assigned to 
the SAC missile activities would be faced with traveling distances of not less than 
25 and as high as 75 miles one way to reach the Titan training sites. 

It is proposed that the housing deficiencies be met by the construction of a 
Capehart-Rains project under title VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 
The requirement for a project of 760 units of title VIII housing to be constructed 
in 1959 was confirmed by the Field Office Director of the National Housing 
Administration on November 13, 1958, but only 100 units were authorized in 
the Military Construction Act. 

The Air Force did not consider it economical to construct an increment of 
only 100 units of title VIII housing; therefore development of the 100-unit proj 
ect was deferred pending the outcome of this year’s program. The Air Force 
is agreeable to incremental construction in satisfying the housing deficiency at 
jiLowry Air Force Base. If a 400-unit authorization can be obtained in the 
1960 Military Construction Authorization Act, it will provide a 500-unit incre- 
ment which is considered economically feasible for development at Lowry Air 
Force Base. 

The Field Office Director of the National Housing Administration has in 
formally reconfirmed the 760-unit housing requirement for the Air Force. | 
have talked with chamber of commerce groups in the Denver metropolitan area 
and local housing authorities, and can assure you that the community whole 
heartedly supports the request of the Air Force for additional onbase housing 
at Lowry Air Foree Base. 

Sincerely yours, 





Byron L. Jounson, Member of Congress. 


General Curtin. The next location to be considered is Lowry Air 
Force Base situated 1 mile southeast of Denver, Colo. The planned 
use of this base is for a Technical Training Headquarters and Missile 
Wing for Strategic Air Command. The program requested for Lowry 
Air Force Base amounts to $1,256,000, involving the construction of 
three projects for Strategic Air Command. 

The first item for an auto maintenance shop is an essential require- 
ment in support of the highest national defense priority SAC mission, 
and Titan ballistic missile weapon system. The transportation of per- 
sonnel, equipment, and supplies (including liquid oxygen) between 
Lowry and widely separate missile sites will be a sizable and critically 
important operation and requires that vehicles be adequately main- 
tained. Construction of this project is needed to maintain the 465 
vehicle equivalents directly assigned to SAC and additional support 
vehicles required by the host commands. No existing facilities are 
available that can be adopted for this purpose. It will satisfy the 
total requirements for this installation. 

The next item is for the elementary primary power addition of four 
13,200-volt overhead circuits to the industrial area, technical training 
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area, and missile assembly complex. Defense weapon systems have 
radically changed to highly technical missiles and aircraft armament, 
making technical training essential to national defense. Training aids 
used today require tremendous amounts of power, and the existing 
system has been expanded to the point that further expansion is 
unpossible without major rehabilitation. 

The last item is for the extension of Sixth Avenue from abandoned 
taxiway west of the missile assembly complex to the east boundary of 
the base. This road will provide a straight, direct route to the missile 
sites or the vehicle maintenance area; both are imperative requirements 
for the Titan missile operation. Adequate direct access must be pro- 
vided to assure the success of the highest priority national defense 
Titan missile operation. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SitatinsHek. The next item, page 276 of your backup, Mather 
Air Force Base, Sacramento, Calif.: Operational and training facili- 
ties and maintenance facilities, $2,709,000. 

General Curtix. Mather Air Force Base is located 12 miles east of 
Sacramento, Calif. The planned use of this base is for navigator train- 
ing and a Strategic Air Command bomber mission. The program re- 
quested for Mather Air Force Base totals $2,709,000, and involves five 
items as follows: 

(a) The first item for lighting runway, narrow gage and centerline, 
is one of the essential components of an integrated approach and 
landing system required at bases chosen as an area “safe haven” for 
recovery of aircraft during periods of extremely bad weather condi- 
tions. It consists of a system of high-intensity lights embedded 30 
feet. from and parallel to the centerline of the runway for the first 
3,200 feet, in the landing zone. From this point, smaller lights are 
embedded at regular intervals along the runway centerline for the 
remainder of the runway, to allow for accurate directional control 
and deceleration. 

(2) The second item for Electronic Warfare Laboratory is required 
to support four electronic warfare officer (EWO) courses having a 
combined student load of 374 officers. The officers from SAC, TAC, 
and oversea commands are trained in bomber defense and electronic 
reconnaissance in this facility and include instruction in the potential 
enemy interceptor, guided missile, and electronically controlled gun- 
battery defenses. Graduates are also used by ADC in countering the 
EWO activities of approaching bombers. Mather is the only accept- 
able base containing an existing 11,300-foot runway, adequate to 
support the established requirement for a large jet EWO trainer. 

(c) The third project provides for an operational mission training 
required to house the traiming instruments and devices scheduled for 
Mather. The complex aircraft and equipment now in use necessitates 
training of both operational and maintenance personnel. Training 
devices have proven most beneficial and economical when crews change 
to new weapons systems. Their use prior to actual flight enhances 
flying safety through insuring knowledge of normal and emergency 
procedures. im j 

(d) The fourth item provides for two additional aircraft main- 
tenance docks to accommodate large SAC aircraft. Prior to fiscal 
year 1960, adequate maintenance of the aireraft at this base has 
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established a requirement for a total of seven large-type maintenance 
docks. Four of these docks were included in a previous program. 
There will be a deficiency of one dock to be included in a future 
program. 

(e) The next item is for an addition to the existing armament and 
electronic shop to provide additional storage and maintenance space 
required by the expanding and more complex electronic equipment 
installed in SAC heavy bomber aircraft. When this facility is con- 
structed, it will satisfy the total requirement for this base. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SuiatinsHek. Page 282 of your backup, back: “Perrin Air 
Force Base, Sherman, Tex. : Operational and training facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, utilities, and real estate, $5,040,000.” 

General Curtry. Perrin Air Force Base is located 5 miles north- 
west of Sherman, Tex. This base is utilized for fighter-interceptor 
combat crew training. The program requested for Perrin amounts 
to $5,040,000 and comprises 14 items as follows: 

The first item, a 1,000- by 150-foot-wide extension of the existing 
8,000 foot instrument runway is required in support of F-102 fighter- 
interceptor aircraft being assigned this base in the first quarter, fiscal 
year 1961. A runway length of 9,000 feet is required for this aircraft. 

The next item is a 150- by 1,000-foot runway overrun on the north 
approach zone of the instrument runway. 

The next item is for an addition to the existing apron and is re- 
quired to provide sufficient parking areas for the aircraft being as- 
signed to this base during fiscal year 1963. Without this addition, it 
will not be possible to park the assigned aircraft under their own 
power. In addition, parking space is required for a daily average of 
15 transient aircraft. Lack of additional apron will impair the serv- 
icing of aircraft. 

The four power check pads requested in the next project are needed 
to perform full power check on jet aircraft. These checks are ac- 
complished after every 10 to 25 hours of flying and should be per- 
formed on the apron due to the high decibel noise level they create. 
The area presently being used for full power checks is an old, inactive 
runway, without the required 360° tiedown capability which is essen- 
tial in the checking of F—102-type aircraft. This area will be used 
for parking of F-86 aircraft remaining on the base. 

The addition to the ground control intercept facility is required to 
provide additional space for FAA activities and for classroom space 
for the advanced controller’s course. FAA will have exclusive occu- 
pancy of 2,212 square feet in the combined facility. The operations 
room in the new facility will be jointly used by FAA and the Air 
Force. 

The next item is for a 3,000-foot approach lighting system on the 
north end of the primary instrument runway. The existing unusable 
overrun area lighting system will be salvaged. 

The next item is for a high-altitude training building in which 
students will be trained in use of equipment utilized when flying at 
extreme altitudes, and for training technicians and maintenance per- 
sonnel in fitting, adjusting, and making minor repairs on oxygen 
masks and helmets. re 

The following item for an engine inspection and repair shop is re- 
quired for handling and maintaining J—57 jet-type engines. The 
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J-353 and J-47 engines are presently being maintained in a makeshift 
base maintenance shop which lacks monorails, hoists, and other shop 
facilities essential in handling the larger and heavier jet engines. 

The next item needed is for two maintenance docks, required for 
the F-102 aircraft. This facility will consist of a winterized cold- 
weather service dock with shop wing. Maintenance must be conducted 
undercover to avoid disruption of operations during inclement 
weather. The completion of these docks will satisfy total base 
requirements. 

The next item for replacement of the existing 3,696 square feet un- 
usable parachute and dinghy slop is needed to service F-102 drag 
chutes for safety of operation. These chutes cannot be serviced in 
the existing shop because of space limitations and poor condition of 
existing building. An average of 478 drag chute landings are made 
each month, with a peakload running to 660. The existing building 
will be demolished upon completion of the new facility. No other 
space is available at the base which can satisfy the requirement. 

The next item for construction of a 36,000-pound jet thrust stand 
is required to service jet engines prior to their installation in the 
F-102 aircraft. The existing jet stand can only test up to 20,000- 
pound thrust, and will be used to perform tests on engines of the T-33 
and F-86 aircraft. 

The next item for aircraft electrification support is required to op- 
erate electric motor-driven, ground-support equipment servicing air- 
craft during routine line maintenance. The requested power outlets 
will, when completed, satisfy the total base requirements. 

The next two items for land fee purchase of 190 acres and 579 acres 
of land easement clearance is needed in connection with the 1,000-foot 
runway extension, overrun and approach lights for the north-south 
runway at this installation. The easement is for the purpose of re- 
moving hazards from the glidepath in the south approach zone. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Page 298 of your backup book: “Randolph Air 
Force Base, San Antonio, Tex.: Utilities, $182,000.” 

Randolph Air Force Base is located 1 mile north-northwest of Uni- 
versal City, Tex. The planned use of this base is for Headquarters 
Air Training Command, jet qualification and pilot instructors’ train- 
ing. The program requested for Randolph amounts to $182,000, and 
consists of the following items: 

Water storage tankage consist of a 500,000-gallon elevated steel 
tank and an 800,000-gallon reinforced-concrete surface tank. Since 
1957, constant increases in water consumption by users of the existing 
underground water reservoirs has caused continual fluctuations in the 
water table and makes the present system of direct pumping, without 
water storage, a serious operational hazard. The facility is urgently 
required to provide the necessary minimum water supply storage. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. StatrinsHek. Page 300 of your backup book: “Reese Air Force 
Base, Lubbock, Tex. : Training facilities, $268,000.” 

Reese Air Force Base is the next location to be considered and it 
is situated 6 miles west of Lubbock, Tex. The planned use of this 
installation is for basic single-engine pilot training. 
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The program contains a request for $268,000 for a flight simulator 
training facility. ‘This project is required to house 11 T-38 flight 
simulators, which is a new mission requirement imposed by change of 
mission aircraft from T-33- to T-38-type aircraft. The use of flight 
simulators increases the effectiveness of personnel in the preliminary 
phases of pilot training, reduces training time, and has proven more 
economical than use of aircraft for this purpose. 

No facilities exist or can be converted to house these training 
facilities. 

The CuairMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. SiaTiINsHEeK. Page 302 of your backup book: “Sheppard Air 
Force Base, Wichita Falls, Tex.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and medical facilities, $1,874,000.” 

Sheppard Air Force Base is the next location to be considered. It 
is situated 3 miles north of Wichita Falls, Tex. The planned use of 
this base is for technical training and for a Strategie Air Command 
heavy bomber unit. 

The program requested amounts to $1,874,000 and comprises six 
items, as follows: 

(a) The first item is for an aircraft. washrack and is required to 
perform effective maintenance on SAC heavy bombers and refueler 
aircraft. No facilities exist on the base that can be utilized for this 
perpos. 

(6) The second item is for approach lighting for the SAC heavy 
bomber mission. The centerline system of approach lighting is an 
essential operational requirement for all types of modern high-speed 
military aircraft. The current U.S. standard lighting approach 
system provides the necessary visual coupler for safe and efficient 
operation. Lack of this facility will adversely affect the mission 
capability of the base and compromise safety. 

(c) The third item is for a 2.200-square-foot. operational mission 
training facility for SAC, required to house training equipment and 
devices. The complex aircraft and equipment now in use necessitate 
continuous training of both operational and maintenance personnel. 

(7) The fourth item is required to provide for two additional air- 
craft. maintenance docks to accommodate large SAC aircraft. 

(e) The fifth item is for an addition to the existing armament and 
electronic shop to provide additional storage and maintenance space 
required by the expanding and more complex electronic equipment 
installed in the SAC heavy-bomber-type aircraft. The completion 
of this facility will satisfy total base requirements. 

(7) The last item required is for a 30-dental operating unit build- 
ing. The two structures presently used for dental service were built 
in 1942. Foundations have settled to a point where windows and 
doors no longer fit properly, which allows dust to infiltrate into the 
operating rooms. Floors need extensive replacement and the build- 
ings are generally in a rundown condition. Rehabilitation of these 
obsolete structures is not advisable from an economic and engineering 
standpoint, and they will be disposed of. A total of 32 operating 
rooms are required to serve a population of 13,908 SAC and Air 
Training Command military population. Two of the operating 
rooms will be in the new composite medical facility requested in the 
fiscal year 1960 military construction program. 
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The Crarrman. I think the facts warrant that to be reduced down 
to $828,000. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to and the item is 
approved, 

bo ahead. 

Mr. Siatinsuek. The next item is page 309 of your backup book: 
“Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nev.: Operational facilities and medi- 
cal facilities, $457,000.” 

The next installation to be considered is Stead Air Force Base. 

It. is located 10 miles north-northwest of Reno, Nev. The planned 
use of the base is for combat survival school, helicopter pilot training, 
and Headquarters Reno Sage ADC mission. ‘The program requested 
for Stead amounts to $457,000, consisting of two items as follows: 

The first item in the program, a control tower, will replace an 
existing tower constructed in 1942, which is unsafe and must be 

vacated at frequent times due to extremely high winds. At such 
times, surveillance of airborne operations is “curtailed, creating 
hazardous conditions for aircraft. The existing tower is also too 
small to accommodate modern communication equipment needed to 
control both reciprocating- and jet-type aircraft. It is planned to 
dismantle this tower when the proposed facility is constructed. 

The last item for an addition to the existing dispensary is needed, 
as present medical facilities, designed for 23, ‘beds, is inadequate to 
handle the patient load. Further, due to physical layout of this 
structure, only three rooms are available for segregation of con- 
tagious and infectious diseases, precluding dependent inpatient and 
obstetrical care. The inpatient care averages 36 cases per day, and 
those requiring laboratory and surgical. facilities must be sent to 
Travis Air Force Base and Tetterman Hospital, approximately 250 
miles away. During a recent 3-month period, the records indicated 
an average of 45 inpatient and outpatieitt care daily. Maternity cases 
averaged 65 per month at an approximate cost to the Government 
of $300,000 per year. The medical care program at this base will 
serve approximately 2,000 dependents and 6,800 military personnel 
entitled to Government medical services who are employed on the 
base, National Guard cadre, and retired personnel. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Statrnsuek. Page 313 of your backup book: “Vance Air Force 
Base, Enid, Okla.: Training facilities, $292,000.” 

The next location is Vance Air Force Base, situated 3 miles south- 
southwest of Enid, Okla. The planned use of this base is for basic 
single-engine pilot training. The program amounts to $292,000, and 
includes the following item : 

A flight simulator training facility is required to house 11 T-38 
flight simulators scheduled for delivery in fiseal year 1962. This is a 
new requirement generated by a change in mission aircraft from T-33- 
to T-38-type aircraft. The use of simulators increases pilot effective- 
ness in the preliminary phases of training, materially reduces train- 
ing time, and is more economical than actual operation of aircraft. 
The T-38 trainer simulator is a combination of procedures and instru- 
ment trainer which is designed to replace separate trainers now used 
for T-33 training. No facility exists that can be used or converted 
for this requirement. 
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The CuairMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHEK. Page 315 of your backup book : “Webb Air Force 
Base, Bing Spring, Tex.: Operational and training facilities and 
maintenance facilities, $938,000.” 

Webb Air Force Base is the next location to be considered and it is 
situated 2 miles southwest of Big Springs, Tex. The planned use of 
Webb Air Force Base is for basic pilot training and an ADC fighter 
mission. 

The program requested for Webb amounts to $938,000, involving 
five items as follows: 

The first item will provide standard lighting on the approach end 
of the primary instrument runway. Such lhghting is essential to 
distinctly mark approach, overrun, and landing thresholds so as to 
form a visual coupler between the electronic low-guidance approach 
and the visual references provided by runway lights. This facility 
will accommodate aircraft landing during poor visibility conditions. 

The second project will provide a much-needed shelter for ready air- 
craft normally parked on the operational apron. Sensitivity of mod- 
ern aircraft electronic equipment to excessive moisture, heat, and dust 
requires that these aircraft be sheltered from the elements. Require- 
ments of the fighter-interceptor squadron are for 14 aircraft to be 
combat ready and sheltered. Four aircraft will be placed in the alert 
hangar, leaving a requirement for sheltering an additional 10 air- 
craft. Failure to provide two shelters will result in a seriously de- 
graded squadron combat capability. There are no ready aircraft 
shelters existing or programed for this base. 

The third facility is required to house 11 T-38 flight simulators. 
This is a new requirement generated by change in mission aircraft 
from T-33 to T-38 type aircraft. The use of simulators increases 
pilot effectiveness in the preliminary phases of their training, reduces 
training time, and is more economical than operation of aircraft for 
this purpose. 

The fourth item is required to provide a 20,000-pound-thrust jet 
engine test stand, which is an essential accessory to the existing base 
aircraft engine inspection and repair shop. This stand is required to 
perform specified operating tests after minor overhauls, do required 
troubleshooting, and evaluate engines suspected of malfunction. 

The last item is for a refueling vehicle shop needed to provide space 
for organizational and field maintenance of some 37 special purpose 
(refueling) vehicles assigned to this base. Safety requirements pro- 
hibit maintenance work of this type in the existing auto maintenance 
shop and at present servicing and maintenance must be done in an 
open area. Parise periods of inclement weather, particularly dust- 
storms which are prevalent in this area, it is impossible to properly 
service and maintain equipment. The refueling vehicles are now in 
short supply and this condition is aggravated with the assignment of 
tenant ADC fighter interceptors to the base. There are no structures 
available which could satisfy the requirements for this shop. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, let’s finish the Air University, and then we will take a recess. 
Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Witson. While we are still on this Air Training Command, 
this is a command that has been in the news lately, with these train- 
ing manuals that they have come out with. 

The CHarrMan. Well 

Mr. Witson. Just a minute, Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to know if any of these facilities are being used for 
expanding the printing presses or printing facilities, at any of these 
bases. 

The Cuarrman. No, none of it is being used to write out any more 
manuals. 

I would say the Air Force has written all they want to write for 
the time being. 

Mr. Kitpay. More than they want to write. 

The Cuairman. More than they want to write. 

I have asked Mr. Price’s subcommittee to look into it. And— 

Off. the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The CuHarMan. Now, you answer all of these communications. 

Mr. Price. We will get them all answered. 

The CHarman. Let’s go ahead, now. 

The Air University. 

Tell the committee what you mean by Air University. 

Mr. Ferry. This is the advance school where we develop and ex- 
pand the capabilities and the viewpoint of our officers. They con- 
duct basic research into the fundamentals of air warfare. They run 
courses to expand the knowledge of the field-grade officers who attend 
the schools. And as a sideline, at Gunter, they run a medical train- 
ing school for hospital personnel. 

The mission of the Air University Command is to prepare officers 
for command of Air Force units, wings, groups, and squadrons, and 
for staff duties appropriate to those command positions and to pro- 
vide education to meet the scientific requirements of the Air Force. 
This program contains a request for $5,736,000 and provides facil- 
ities at two locations. 

The Cuarrman. What is the number of students at these univer- 
sities, these two? 

Put that in the record. 

(The student enrollment of the Air University is as follows :) 








Maxwell: 
gt RE PS Re ee nae ee SP ee ne ee ee ee ne ee 766 
I Sn dares A ANE Ms hea coach ac eae Nan Se ee eRe AIS. 8 pe 1, 393 
Wright-Patterson : 
Le SRE a ES Eo cee SEALE ee ea eee ee 390 
2 SSE ETE RE RE ea ee Tae he ae al ee REE Oe Cae ee oe 230 
| Sa eee ene nena on et BE Et Seen Poe a 3, 469 
ci) RE FE ae 2 Sees ee a are Se Re ee ERA SNe 6, 248 


The Cuairman. All right, the first one is Gunter Air Force Base, 
Montgomery, Ala. 
Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, just for the purpose of clarification and 
just for information 








The Cuarrman. All right. 
Mr. Price. In the first page of your justification, or here in your 
third section, where you get into the personnel strength, on your line 
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15, you have the planned personnel. Then you have the officers, en- 
listed, and so forth. In some cases you have—for instance, at Gunter 
Air Force Base, you have 265—590. 

Now, what do you mean by that / 

Colonel Parkuiy. The 265 are permanently assigned personnel, 
and the 590 would be the students who are in there on short school tours. 

Mr. Price. Does that apply in the next column, then? What does 
the 997—1,725 

Colonel Parkuity. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Price. The same thing? 

Colonel Parkniti. The same thing. 

The Cuarmman. Gunter Air Force Base, Montgomery, Ala.: Train- 
ing facilities and troop housing, $548,000. 

Gunter Air Force Base is located approximately 6 miles northeast 
of Montgomery, Ala. Its planned use is for the School of Aviation 
Medicine, a field printing plant, extension courses, and Air Defense 
Command and SAGE mission. 

The program being requested at Gunter AFB amounts to $548,000. 

The first item will provide workshop space for the pr epan ation and 
repair of training aids and graphies used in connection with the med- 
ical service school. This function is currently housed in a family 
housing unit, in part of the group headquarters building, in part of a 

warehouse, and storage space in each academy building. The re- 
quested 10,000 square feet will centralize all activity in one structure 
and adequately fulfill the requirement for this type of function. 

The next item will provide quarters for bachelor officers assigned 
to Gunter AFB. The requirement for officers quarters is 643 spaces. 
Only 88 spaces exist to meet this requirement. This request for 40 
spaces will provide an increment toward satisfying the overall 
efficiency. 

The CuHarrmMan. Without objection, the Gunter Air Force Base is 
approved. 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Ala.: Operational facilities, 
hospital facilities, and troop housing, $5,188,000, 

Maxwell Air Force Base is located approximately 1 mile west of 
Montgomery, Ala. Its planned use is for the Air University Head- 
quarters, Air War College, Air Command and Staff School, Re- 
search Studies Institute. The program requested at Maxwell AFB 
involves five items amounting to $5,188,000 as follows: 

The first item provides for conversion of the existing 1,500-foot, 
substandard approach lighting system and a 1,500-foot extension to 
provide a complete 3,000- ‘foot standard system with sequence flashing 
lights. This improved system is an essential operational requirement 
for modern high-speed military aircraft. 

The second item is a weather facility. The project is required to 
support installation of wind-measuring set, temperature-humidity set, 
radar cloud height measuring set and transmitter meter. 

The third item is a composite medical facility. This facility is 
required to provide adequate medical support for the Montgomery 
complex and provide certain special services for other Air Force 
bases in the Southeast United States. The existing facility was 
originally constructed as a 50-bed hospital in 1931 and progressively 
expanded in 26 buildings to the present 393-bed capacity. It is in 
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extremely substandard condition, characterized by the fact that the 
393 beds and related medical functions are crowded into 119,775 square 
feet. of space equivalent to a 200-bed facility, over dispersal (26 build- 
ings), nonfirepreofing construction and congested buildings and a 
poor functional arrangement in antiquated main structures and im- 
provised converted facilities. The structures have also experienced 
extensive termite damage. 

The fourth item is airmen dormitories. The project is required to 
provide adequate housing for assigned airmen. Only four permanent 
buildings with a capacity of 516 spaces exist at this base to meet « 
requirement of 1,390 spaces. Seventeen temporary World War II 
buildings with a capacity of 629 spaces have deteriorated beyond eco- 
nomical repair and their use for housing must be discontinued. 

The last. item is for officers quarters. The requirement at Maxwell 
is for 1,108 spaces. Only 598 permanent spaces exist to satisfy this 
requirement. Additional officers quarters are urgently required to 
house the permanently assigned officers, transient. personnel and stu- 
dents attending the various schools. In addition to the usual transient 
type personnel, quarters must be provided at Maxwell for many special 
visitors, such as Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Secretary of 
the Air Force, Chief of Staff of the Air Force, distinguished educators, 
and members of the Government who are concerned with the Air 
Force's educational program and other activities conducted at. Max- 
well. 

The CHarrmMan. The Maxwell Air Force Base is approved. 

Now, members of the committee, the Alaskan Air Command. 

What is the Alaskan Air Command? That is your organization in 
Alaska ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. The Alaskan Air Command has the responsibility for 
the defense of Alaska for early warning and for the maintenance of 
an alert fighter force and for the preparation and maintenance of land- 
ing fields for staging bombers through Alaska. 

The Alaskan Air Command is responsible for providing early warn- 
ing in the Alaskan area in case of attack against the United States. It 
is also responsible for the air defense of Alaska, and furnished oper- 
ational and certain logistical support for the Strategic Air Command, 
the Military Air Transport Service, the Command of the Alaskan Sea 
Frontier and the U.S. Army. 

To provide for the accomplishment of these missions, the command 
supports three major operational airbases, Eielson, Elmendorf, and 
Ladd; two supporting operational bases, King Salmon and Galena; 
all 24 of the early-warning DEW line sites in the area except 3, which 
are supported by the Air Defense Command; the 12 AD&W sites along 
the western coastal area; the 33 White Alice Communication Systems 
sites together with certain other sites in the area. 

The program requests for the Alaskan Air Command, totaling 
$14,500,000, will provide operational facilities at three of the five air 
bases mentioned, and five of the coastal AC&W sites for a total of 
$12,620,000. 

The balance of the program, amounting to $1,880,000, is composed 
of items to satisfy basic Alaskan Air Command requirements. 

The CuarrMan. Well, of course we all recognize that this is a very 
very important place. 
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And without objection, these six items in reference to the Alaskan 
Air Command are approved, 

Eielson Air Force Base is located 19 miles southeast of Fairbanks, 
Alaska. The mission for this base is for the fighter interceptor and 
Strategic Air Command missions. The program requested for Eielson 
totals $5,309,000 and includes 11 items: 

The first item is for a taxiway alert needed to support deployment 
of the fighter interceptor type aircraft to this base. There is no 
existing alert taxiway. Failure to provide the facility will result 
in the inability of the fighter squadron to scramble within the 5-minute 
time limitation required. 

The second item will provide for construction of runway barriers at 
each end of the primary runway. Barriers are necessary for the 
protection of air crews and extremely expensive type aircraft under 
emergency landing conditions. There are no facilities currently in- 
stalled at this base to meet this critical operational requirement. 

The third item is for approach lighting and is needed to replace 
obsolete substandard “ee at the instrument approach end of the 
primary runway. The lighting will be of the latest type equipment 
conforming to current Air Force criteria and international agree- 
ments. Fighter interceptor aircraft operating from this base require 
these lights. The completion of these lights will satisfy total base 
requirements. 

The fourth item, high intensity lighting, is to be placed along the 
southeast end of the primary runway. The project includes the re- 
moval of the presently installed low intensity lighting system. This 
project is required for the operation of the high-speed jet-type fighter 
aircraft assigned to this base. 

The fifth item is for the relocation of an alert hangar. This is re- 
quired for minimum operation of the fighter interceptor aircraft and 
will provide one four-bay alert hangar and one four-bay aircraft 
shelter. Considerable savings to the Air Force will be made by relocat- 
ing the present excess hangar presently located at Ladd Air Force 
Base, some 28 miles distant to Eielson Air Force Base. 

The sixth item requested is for the modification of an existing build- 
ing to provide approximately 4,700 square feet of space for a fighter 
interceptor flight simulator, classrooms, and maintenance facility. 
The project is needed to support the scheduled deployment of fighter 
aircraft to this base. It is required to bring pilot training to a high 
degree of effectiveness, during the preliminary phases of training. 
This facility when constructed will satisfy 80 percent of the total 
requirement. 

The seventh item for a jet test cell, is required so that tests can be 
performed on jet engines for fighter-type aircraft prior to their in- 
stallation in the aircraft. These tests are mandatory before an over- 
haul or replacement engine can be installed. There is no facility 
available that can be utilized for this purpose. 

The eighth item requested is a missile assembly shop. This is 
required to test, checkout, assemble and maintain missiles for fighter 
interceptor aircraft. No similar type structure is available to the 
fighter interceptor squadron for this purpose. 

The ninth item is needed for storage of demineralized water for 
use in assigned SAC aircraft. The treated water is required to pro- 
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vide a temporary increase in pounds of thrust delivered by jet 
engines of SAC aircraft, during certain stages of takeoff and flight. 
This item is an essential operational SAC requirement and will 
satisfy total base requirements. ; 

The tenth item is multicubical storage base magazine to provide 
an operational capability for employment of air defense armament, 
in keeping with the approved satellite alert concept. It will meet 
the total requirement for this type of facility at this installation. 

The eleventh item is needed to replace an existing unusable officers’ 
open mess. This structure is beyond economical repair and is badly 
deteriorated. Its construction will satisfy 60 percent of the total 
requirement. 

‘he next base to be considered is Galena Airport, Galena, Alaska. 

The planned mission of this bas is for rotational fighter inter- 
ceptor squadrons, weather squadrons for MATS, and includes an 
item for extension of the present primary runway by 1,000 feet on 
the eastern end at a cost of $1,965,000. This extension is required 
in order to operate jet type fighter interceptor aircraft at this forward 
operational base. Without this item, the present deployment plan 
for fighter interceptor aircraft at this forward base cannot be put 
into effect. 

King Salmon Airport, located 15 miles east of Naknek, Alaska, 
includes an item for 16,667 square yards of primary runway extension 
of 1,000 feet at a cost of $973,000. 

This extension, like the one for Galena Airport, is required in order 
to operate jet type fighter interceptor aircraft at this forward opera- 
tional base. Failure to provide this item will prevent the planned 
use of this type aircraft in this forward area. 

The next location in the Alaskan Air Command to be considered is 
Ladd Air Force Base. 

This installation is located 1 mile east of Fairbanks. The 
planned Air Force mission of this base is for a hospital, air 
medical laboratory, and a weather reconnaissance squadron. 

Army missions for this base are not listed, but Army personnel 
strength at this base is anticipated in excess of 2,425 personnel, 

The request for this base is for $729,000 to construct an NCO open 
mess of 10,000 square feet. It is required for both Air Force and 
Army noncommissioned officers assigned to the base. 

The open mess, operating at cost, fulfills a major recreational need 
without undue expense, thus greatly improving the morale and wel- 
fare of noncommissioned officers and their dependents in this northern 
isolated area. At present, the NCO open mess is housed in a tem- 
porary log structure, which is makeshift for this purpose. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conenan. One question: 

I would like to have the Secretary expand on what is meant by 
various locations, 

Mr. Ferry. We have a number of classified locations, sir, such 
as 





General Curtin. These are aircraft control and warning sites that 
are involved in this particular authorization. 
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VARIOUS FACILITIES 
Included in the program for the Alaskan Air Command are var- 
ious types of facilities required in support of nine locations in Alaska 
at the following sites, costing $5,524,000 : 

Bethel Air Force Station 

Cape Newenham Air Force Station 

Cape Romanzoff Air Force Station 

Fire Island Air Force Station 

Kotzebue Air Force Station 

Northeast Cape Air Force Station 

Sparrevohn Air Force Station 

Tin City Air Force Station 

Unalakleet Air Force Station 

The facilities needed at these sites to support their operational 
mission consisting generally of radar towers and power modification 
work at five stations; water supply at three stations, diesel oi] storage 
at one station, and an additional dormitory at one station. 

Mr. Conreran. Would Sparrevohn be included in that particular 
list ? 

General Curtin. Sparrevohn is included in the list, if my memory 
serves me correctly. 

The CHarrMan. Now, what is meant by Continental Air Command / 

Members of the committee, after this next item, we will stop. 

Let’s get through with this. 

Continental Air Command. 

Mr. Ferry. Right, sir. 

The CHatrman. What is the Continental Air Command ? 

Mr. Ferry. The Continental Air Command is charged with the 
responsibility for the handling of the Reserve Forces within the 
United States—the Reserve Air Forces within the continental United 
States. 

CONTINENTAL ATR COMMAND—REGULAR 


The mission of the Continental Air Command is to discharge, within 
the continental United States, field responsibilities of the USAF Chief 
of Staff with respect to the Reserve Forces of the Air Force that are 
assigned Continental Air Command, including supervision and inspec- 
tion of the Air National Guard: domestic emergencies; miscellaneous 
administrative functions. In the event of war or other emergency, 
mobilize units and/or indivaduals of the Air Force Reserve. This 
program contains a request for $1,326,000 for facilities required to 
support the Air Defense Command, 32d Air Division Headquarters 
(SAGE), as a tenant of Continental Air Command at Dobbins Air 
Force Base. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 


DOBBINS AIR FORCE BASE 


Dobbins Air Force Base is located 3 miles southeast of Marietta, Ga. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command, Air 
Division headquarters, (SAGE), and Air Force Reserve Troop Carrier 
Assault Wing and Squadron, a Reserve Navigation Training squad- 
ron, an Air National Guard Fighter Interceptor squadron, a CONAC 
Reserve Air Transport squadron (light), and the Lockheed Corpora- 
tion Industrial Complex. 
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Included in this program are the “following five items, totalling 
$1,326,000 in direct support of SAGE: 

The first item for an airmen dining hall is a replacement of an 
existing substandard converted warehouse now being used as a dining 
hall for 400 men. The existing standard airmen dining hall presently 
serving 250 men together with the proposed new 400-man dining hall, 
will provide 100 percent messing facilities for assigned airmen. 

The second item for bachelor officers quarters will provide 80 percent 
of the total requirement for 24 assigned personnel, 

The third item for an NCO open mess is needed to replace an exist- 
ing unusable structure which is beyond economical repair and is lo- 
cated away from the main base complex. The proposed ‘project pro- 
vides a 6,500- square-foot facility to complete the base requirements. 

The fourth item is for replacement of an existing unusuable officers 
open mess which is not repairable and is structurally unsound. The 
construction of the 10,053-square-foot facility will meet the full re- 
quirements for the base. 

The last item in the program is for an onbase road which is needed to 
service the facilities contained in this program. 

The Cratrman. Now, members of the committee, we will take a 
recess until tomorrow morning at 10 o’elock. 

We havea bill on the floor today, and we cannot meet this afternoon. 

Have everybody back at 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

Thank all of you for your attendance here this morning. It shows 
the great interest you have in this bill before us. _ [| Laughter. ] 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a.m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m., Wednesday, February 24, 1960.) 


Hovusr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Com™MITrEE ON ARMED SERV ICES, 
Washington, D.C., Wednesday, February 24, 1960. 

The committee met at 10:07 a.m., the Honorable Carl Vinson (chair- 
man) presiding. 

The Cuarman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now, this is a continuation of the hearing on H.R. 10220. 

When the committee recessed yesterday, we were on page 30, and 
we had finished with the Continental Air Command; Dobbins Air 
Force Base, Marietta. 

Now, the next is Headquarters Command. 

Tell the committee what we mean by Headquarters Command, 
please. 

Mr. Ferry. Headquarters Command, sir, which is at Bolling Air 
Force Base, provides training, housekeeping and support for the U.S. 
personnel in the Washington metropolitan area. 

It takes care of the transportation, of the proficiency flying, of the 
training and of the hospitalization, that is, medical care of military 
personnel in the Washington district. 

General Currin. The mission of the Headquarters Command is to 
provide proficiency flying, training, housekeeping, and support of 
U.S. Air Force personnel in the Washington area. 

Specifically, this command provides administrative and _ logistic 
support for the USAF Headquarters Squadron, for those Air Force 
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units stationed within the Washington area where inherent organiza- 
tional structure does not permit other support, and such other missions 
as may be directed by the Chief of Staff, USAF. 

This program contains a request for $3,789,000 for Headquarters 
Command and provides facilities at one location, primarily to allow 
the moving of Combat Readiness Training (CRT) and Special Air 
Mission (SAM) activities from Bolling Air Force Base and National 
Airport to Andrews Air Force Base. 

The only Headquarters Command installation to be considered is 
Andrews Air Force Base. The planned use of this base is for Head- 
quarters of Air Research and Development Command, two air trans- 
port squadrons for special missions, D.C. Air National Guard activi- 
ties, Air Reserve Flying Center, Air Defense Command Fighter Mis- 
sion, and Combat Ready Training Flying. The total program re- 
quested for Andrews amounts to $3,789,000 and consists of the follow- 
ing 13 items: 

The first item provides an addition to the Eastern Gateway Com- 
munications Relay Station to house the new equipment for operation 
of the communications logistic network (COMLOGNET) of the Air 
Force. This system is a high-speed automatic relay system for trans- 
mission of punchcard type logistics, and the Andrews facility serves 
as the communications hub for exchange of logistics data between 
oversea terminal and zone of interior air material areas. 

The next three items for airport surveillance radar, Rapcon Cen- 
ter, and area search radar are required for positive control of com- 

lex mixed air terminal operations involving military and commercial 
jet transport pecans; jet fighters, and conventional type aircraft in 
an extremely high density air traffic area. Provision of these facili- 
ties will provide for positive control of all types of aircraft operations, 
under varying weather conditions, day or night. 

The existing operational mission training buildings are of tempo- 
rary construction, are improperly located and inadequate in size and 
functional space for the newly assigned mission of combining flying 
activities from Washington National Airport and Bolling Air Force 
Base to Andrews Air Force Base. 

The next item for base communication and electronic shop is 
needed to provide organizational and field level maintenance on air- 
borne electronic and precision test equipment to support the 380 
USAF mixed jet and conventional type aircraft assigned to Andrews 
Air Force Base. 

The base navigational aids shop provides a consolidated facility for 
centralized maintenance of ILS, TACAN, radar and radio beacons, 
VHF, UHF associated communications consoles and amplifiers. 
These navigational aids are essential to expeditious air traffic control 
and safety of flight under all weather conditions. The complex elec- 
tronic equipment involved requires a high order of maintenance per- 
formed in a controlled environment. 

The present parachute and dinghy shop is a temporary building 
totally inadequate in size and functional layout to accomplish the 
increased work load due to the transfer of flying activities from Wash- 
ington National Airport and Bolling Air Force Base to Andrews 
Air Force Base. 
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The next item for a base warehouse is needed to provided minimum 
essential space required for general storage of aircraft spares and 
parts including all spare parts needed for the Presidential aircraft 
which are specifically identified, segregated and provided with special 
security control. 

The next item for a chapel annex is required to provide religious 
education for assigned personnel and their dependents. 

The next item for a central post office is necessary to accommodate 
the expected increases in mail traffic. This facility will replace 33 
separate and scattered organizational mail type rooms. 

The next item will provide an addition to the existing water storage 
system and an po ht storage tank in the west area of the 
base. It will insure a balance of pressure in the water mains to pro- 
tect millions of dollars worth of new facilities and equipment both 
in this program and these now under construction. 

The last item for construction of two miles of roads is in support 
of the Air Force and Navy facilities in this and prior years’ programs. 
This road item is made up of a relocation of a section of the west 
perimeter road ; two new streets on the west side of the base in support 
of hangar and base operations areas together with a new street on the 
east side to provide ingress and egress to the Air Force and Navy 
new warehousing area. 

The Cuatrman. Now, how many headquarters commands are there 
in this area? 

Mr. Ferry. Just one, sir, one for the Air Force. 

The Cuarrman. That is on page 2 of the book—of book two? 

Mr. Ferry. Right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, go back a minute. 

You have one headquarters command ? 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. And where is that located ? 

Mr. Ferry. At Bolling Air Force Base. 

The Cuatrman. At where? 

Mr. Ferry. At Bolling, sir. 

The CuarrMan. At Bolling? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, now, why do you designate it in the book 
as Andrews Air Force Base ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. Some of its activities are in the process of transfer to 
Andrews Air Force Base, Mr. Vinson. 

The Cuarrman. Oh. 

Now, then, the one at Bolling is going to be abandoned ? 

Mr. Ferry. That is partially right, sir. 

The Cuamman. Then we are going to transfer it to Andrews ? 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct; most of it. 

The Cuarrman. And that will be the headquarters for this area ? 

Mr. Ferry. Right, sir. 

The CratrmMan. Now, what do you propose to do with the land 
at Bolling? 

Mr. Ferry. We hope to establish a new supplementary Pentagon 
over there at Bolling Air Force Base, for the Air Force people who 
are now occupying many of the old temporary buildings scattered in 
and about through Washington, itself. 
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The Cuarrman. Well, now, when we had the Navy section up, we 
had an item in the Navy title—Naval Air Station, Washington Met- 
ropoltan area, on Government-owned land, $14,911,000, and we passed 
that over because we were not positive of the future use of the station 
over there, how it is proposed to be consolidated or renovated or 
shaped about. 

Now, has that item anything to'do with what you just stated about 
the moving of the headquarters from Bolling and leaving that Air 
Force property \ vacant ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. In a measure, it does, sir, because it is my understanding 
the Navy had intended to move some activities out of Anacostia, which 
is adjacent to Bolling Air Force Base. The project isa part of the 
establishment of a combined Navy-Air Force base over there at 
Bolling/ Anacostia. 

The Cuarrman. And that is what your future plans are ? 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How far have you gone along with that plan ? 

Mr. Ferry. We have done nothing except preliminary planning 
and eS to come up with a utilization which would be satis- 
factory to the National Capital Planning Commission. 

Mr. Kizpay. There is nothing in this bill for that ? 

Mr. Ferry. Nothing, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. What you have here is the facilities at Andrews which 
will accommodate those things moved from Bolling and perhaps some 
other places, is that correct, and to complete the flying tucilities at 
Andrews which are necessary to get all the flying out of Bolling? 

General Curtin. Because we make a distinction 

The CuarrmMan. What you are doing, though, is providing $3,789,- 
000 to increase Andrews to accommodate what is going on at Bolling / 

General Curtry. That is right. 

The CHatrman. Now, why should we concentrate the headquarters 
from where it is now over to Andrews? What economy will we 
bring about by doing so ? 

General Curtin. The bulk of our facilities, once we have moved 
flying out of Bolling Field, will be at Andrews. The Andrews prop- 
erty ‘will be the center of all milit: ary Air Force flying activities. in 
Washington. 

Mr. Ferry. Bolling, itself, will practically wither on the vine, ex- 
cept in the case that we are permitted to go forward with the new 
Pentagon addition, as I call it. 

The Cuamman. Well, we would bring no economy by moving 
Bolling over to Andrews ? 

General Curttiy. Yes, sir, we do. 

The Crarrman. What? 

General Curtin. Because-— 

The Cramrman. How much economy will we accomplish ? 

Now, here it is, we have a headquarters at Bolling, and you propose 
to abandon that and to spend $3 million now at Andrews Field. 

General Curtin. May I 

Mr. Ferry. This is for flying facilities, Mr. Vinson. This is not 
for headquarters activities ‘alone. This is to complete the flying 
equipment, the behind-the-line flying equipment needed at Andrews. 
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The Cuarman. Now, if ie did not have to spend any money, 
probably you would bring about economy. But you have to develop 
Andrews to the extent of 3 million to take care of Bolling’s activities 
now. 

Mr. Ferry. This is in the process of doing what has been planned 
for many years, to get all the flying out of Bolling. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

How much have you invested at Bolling? What is the total amount 
we have invested ? 

Mr. Ferry. I will have to put that in the record. 

The Cuarrman. Put that in the record. 

Bolling Air Force Base is located approximately 1 mile south of Washington, 
D.C. This installation is comprised of approximately 604.63 acres of Govern- 
ment-owned land, 0.64 acre leased from the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., 
and 0.34 acre under license from the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. The 
604.63 acres were transferred to the Department of the Air Force by the De- 
partment of the Army in 1948. The total investment of this installation is 
$23,235,107. Of this, the land cost is placed at $862,107 and improvements 
$22,373,000. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kiwpay. I don’t believe the plan to move out of Bolling and 
Anacostia was ever advocated as purely a saving or in the interest 
of economy. It was a question of moving the flying activities from 
across the river from National Airport and also they are becoming 
obsolete and the runway is too short, and so on, I think. 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. I don’t believe it was essentially an economy move. 

The CHarrman. I was trying to develop what was behind it, 
whether it was economy or whether to concentrate it all in one 
activity. 

Mr. Ferry. It is the desire, sir, to get the military flying away 
from the National Airport. 

Mr. Rivers. And, Mr. Chairman, if you will remember, it was in 
the conference committee that the Congress directed you to get out 
of Bolling and Anacostia, and it was brought up by the Senate, 
Senator Russell—I don’t know who it was. I am not sure about it. 
But it was in the conference, and you were directed, and the Navy, 
to get plans for the vacating of that property in that area. 

Mr. Ferry. Thut is correct. 

The Cuatmrman. Now, how much do you contemplate spending, 
either you or jointly with the Navy, in building a second Pentagon 
on that area over there ? 

Mr. Ferry. We contemplate—assuming that we can reach an ac- 
cord with the National Capital Planning Commission, we hope to be 
able to establish enough facilities for concentrating all of the Air 
Force employees in Washington who are now in the temporary 
buildings and scattered office space throughout Washington. 

The Creare Now, you put a complete statement in the record 
where they are now scattered over the Washington area. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And what barracks and what land will be vacated 
by the concentration of them over at Bolling. 

“Mr. Ferry. That is right. I will be happy to do that. 
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The CHairman. Get all that in. Make a complete statement. 
We want to study it, because we are not committing ourselves by any 
means to your program until we know something further about it. 

The Headquarters Annex at Bolling AFB will provide additional office space 
for personnel in the Washington, D.C., area. The following table indicates the 


approximate numbers of personnel who now occupy existing temporary facilities 
in the Washington, D.C., area and are scheduled to move to the new annex, 


Movement of personnel to Air Force Headquarters Anner 





Building Personnel 
ee EES Se + Ce a Fae ee en a CL ae, meee | Ti 350 
RS ot mR ia o/c aay AER ae Yee BS SP ee a, Hal Oe 1, 000 
ES a erecrammee. 2 SELES Ei hae a Re ore ed 300 
2 SES Te a ee ee ee | EN ee eer 70 
SS 5 aa AE ae ar awe es Ses eee Te 300 
rN as er id esc hs Cacti bneiphibnttnadatinbioneiaanere = tae BOE: 800 
ES eS 9 ES ES PES Se Pee Saas Tenn Ser ae re mee) 75 
em OO eee ae ey ee Scans ke eer eee 100 
I tie get dTS csc ci Sen tlacatiallpelianieab tandibaasdalbits 125 

Re ee ee eee ee. eo ae 100 
Fis LS et ea RE ES SAE EE 9A) EE 425 
| eee eee cee ee Se LEE ee ES Veen y a dee a, Mtoe 400 

i a ere ae eee eS ee 5, 325 


Nos, 1 through 10 above are Air Force activities; 11 and 12 are the Armed 
Forces Supply Support Center and the Armed Services Technical Information 
Agency, respectively. In addition, there will be movements of personnel of cer- 
tain other Air Force and/or Department of Defense activities in the Washington, 
D.C., area to the new annex. 

Mr. Ferry. May I make it clear, sir, there is nothing in this program 
before you for Bolling. 

The Cuarrman. I understand that. But I see what you are mov- 
ing up to. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman 

The CHarrMAN. Wait one minute. 

You are making available $3 million to accommodate Bolling. And 
you could not move from Bolling to Andrews unless you had this 
$3 million; that is correct, isn’t it ¢ 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir: we could still move out to Andrews without it. 
but it would be a serious handicap to our flying activities. 

The Cuamrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher 

Mr. Arenps. Let me ask one question. 

Mr. KeLitener. Excuse me. 

Mr. Arenps. Is this going to turn out to be a gigantic housing proj- 
ect for the Air Force eventually out there at Bolling? Is that. the 
purpose / 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. You say “another Pentagon.” Well, a Pentagon in 
miniature, plus a big housing project ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Ferry. We have no plans for a large housing project there, 
Mr. Arends. The possibilities are that it might become a National 
Capital Planning housing project for low-income families, not an Air 
Force housing project. 

Mr. Rivers. You mean at Bolling? 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct. 

Mr. Arenps. You would have to dispose of it then ? 
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Mr. Ferry. We would have to set part of it loose. We would have 
to dispose of part of it. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Duruam. It is another one of those setups where you had them 
in buildings scattered over the city of Washington that was created 
during the war, in the emergency. Then we proceeded to go out to 
Bolling and build an airfield for the protection of the city, primarily, 
at that time. 

Mr. Kitpay. The first time I was over on Bolling was 1918. 

Mr. Perry. We are still flying out of there, Mr. Kilday and) Mr. 
Durham. But I must admit it is not very useful for the defense of 
Washington. 

Mr. Ketiener. This is a continuation, Mr. Chairman, of a program 
that started 2 years ago. For example, last year congress authorized 
$20 million, and the year before almost $19 million. 

The Cuarrman. That was for Andrews? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

The CuHairman. To meet its mission as then set out ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir. All of this is part of moving Bolling or 
Anacostia—another $20 million for the Navy out there. There is 
about $60 million in the last 2 years. 

Mr. Kizpay. Of course, Mr. Chairman, what happened there. 

Since this pr m for moving this activity has been initiated, we 
are’ facing the situation that there is involved a beautiful piece of 
land, and everybody is trying to grab it for housing, a park, and 
almost everything. 

The CHamman. Anyhow, we will determine later on what utiliza- 
tion we have for Bolling. 

Mr. Ferry. That is night. 

The CuHarrman. All right, without objection, the Headquarters 
Command is approved 

Mr. Ketiener. With an amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. With an amendment reducing it from $3,789,000 
to $3,688,000. 

Now, the next is the Military Air Transport Service. 

Now, that is known 

Let there be order, now. We have to get down to business now. 

That is MATS. Now, tell the committee something briefly about 
that. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, excuse me. 

What was the amendment on that headquarters item ? 

The CHarrMan. $3,688,000 instead of $3,789,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Area search radar, $101,000, 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead and tell us about the Military Air Trans- 
port Service. 

Mr. Ferry. The function of the Military Air Transport Command, 
sir, is to furnish airlift to support the joint war plans, to provide 
scheduled airlift for Department of Defense within the continental 
United. States and between the United States and oversea areas, 
worldwide air transport, weather service, communications, and air 
rescue service. 

















3156 


General Curtin. The mission of the Military Air Transport Serv- 
ice is to provide— 

(1) Airlift required in support of joint war plans; 

(2) Scheduled airlift for the Department of Defense within 
the continental United States, between the continental United 
States and oversea areas, and between and within oversea areas 
as (3) "Wo by higher authority ; 

) Worldwide air transport, air weather, airways and air 
Pai and air rescue service systems ; 

(4) Flight service within the Zone of Interior; 

(5) Organization and training of air resupply and communica- 
tions services ; 

(6) Supervision and control and maintenance of primary fa- 
cilities required for performing its assigned mission ; 

(7) Theater bavietiationta in oversea areas where MATS units 
are stationed but which are outside the jurisdiction of any 
theater commander. 

This pro am contains a request for $6,213,000 for Military Air 
Transport Ser rvice and provides facilities at seven locations. 

Included within the Military Air Transport Service total program 
are facilities for the air defense mission at Charleston AFB costing 
$103,000, and facilities for TAC missile training (TM-76B) at Or- 
lando AFB, i in the amount of $850,000. 

The remainder of the program is composed of items to satisfy basic 
MATS operational requirements. 

The Cuairman. Now, these are the bases where MATS is headquar- 
tered or located ? 

Mr. Ferry. MATS headquarters is at Scott Field. 

The CuHarrman. No; I mean these bases in the bill is where you 
have MATS planes? 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, what about the one at Orlando Air Force Base, Orlando, Fla., 
$950,000? I marked that out after my study of this bill. 

Mr. Ferry. May I comment for just a second, sir? 

I said there were planes stationed at all of these MATS bases, There 
is in here the St. Louis Aero Chart Facility, at which we have no planes 
stationed. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Then the St. Louis place is where they are overhauled? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir; this is where we prepare the maps—airway 
maps. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, maps. 

Mr. Rivers. Maps. 

The CuHamman. Maps. I see it. Yes. That is where you print the 
maps 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman, That isright. 

Mr. Ferry. That is where all the data are correlated and put down 
for the use of pilots. 

The Cuarrman, And the balance of them are where the actual planes 
are kept ? 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire, Mr. Ferry, if it is the plan of the De- 
partment of the Air Force to combine the functions of any of these 
bases ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. Combine functions of which, Mr. Rivers? 

Mr. Rivers. Of any of the bases under the MATS command. 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir; there is no combining of any of the MATS bases. 

Mr. Rivers. Is there any plan to discontinue any of them on the east 
coast ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir; there is a plan to transfer activity. 

Mr. Rivers. Where is that located ¢ 

( Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. When will that be effectuated ? 

Mr. Ferry. This is not yet firmly scheduled, Mr. Rivers, but it is in 
the plan to move. 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”) 

Mr. Rivers. Just a minute. 

Is there any other base scheduled to be discontinued or transferred ? 

Mr. Ferry. No other MATS base, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, we appointed a subcommittee to make an 
inquiry as to the capability of the Military Air Transport Service to 
meet its military requirement. That has no relation to these bases 
where they are located. 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. But we do hope to get a full report from Mr. Rivers’ 
subcommittee just as soon as they can finish their work. 

Mr. Smart has already made some inquiry along the road, and we 
will have a good report in a short time, as always comes from a com- 
mittee headed by Mr. Rivers. 

I trust that will be sufficient compliment to him this morning so that 
we may make progress. 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Now 

Mr. Gupser. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Hess. Go ahead. 

Mr. Gupser. Are we taking all of these bases carte blanche, or are 
we going to talk about them separately? I have one question. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. All right. 

Travis Air Force Base: I am sure you are familiar with the fact 
that the Navy is planning to move its jet training operations out of 
Moffett Field, Naval Air Station, and devote the facilities at the field 
to transport activity. 

Is anything being done by MATS to consider possible use of the 
facilities at Moffett, which are only 20 or 25 airline-miles from Travis? 

Mr. Ferry. Not at all, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. Not at all? 

Mr. Ferry. It is not within our contemplation. 

The Cratmrman. Now, without objection 

Mr. Gupsrr. Well, could you? 

Mr. Ferry. It would be a very expensive procedure. 

The CuairmMan. Without objection, the committee approves the 
items under Military Air Transportation Service—on page 7, Orlando 
Air Force Base 
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Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I didn’t know you were going to take 
the whole thing. 

The Cuarrman. Isthere any question you wanted to ask ? 

Mr. Price. I wanted to ask about the Aeronautical Chart Branch 
at St. Louis. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. In your survey to see whether there are other available 
facilities in the area, did you take into considerationthe surplus 
building and property at the Granite City Engineer Depot ? 

Colonel Parkuiti. Army depot; yes. 

Mr. Ferry. We did that, sir. 

Can you speak to the utilization of that, sir? 

Colonel Parkuii1i. Well, they have studied all available facilities 
in the St. Louis area and have determined that the most economical 
solution would be to stay in their present site and to expand that site. 
They have looked at the Army depot. 

Mr. Ferry. I have somebody who is completely familiar with it 
here, Mr. Price, if you would like to go further on it. 

Mr. Price. I would like to know the reason why they found it un- 
suitable, since they do have excess space at the Granite City depot. 

Mr. Ferry. Colonel Chase, could you answer that / 

This is Colonel Chase, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Cuasr. Mr. Chairman. 

Sir, as far as the facilities are concerned in the St. Louis area, a 
complete survey was made by both our people in St. Louis and by the 
Department of Defense people, and it was found they would be im- 
practical for utilization for three basic reasons : 

One is that the operations must be contiguous and must be in the 
same general area. Otherwise, there will be loss of efficiency and the 
operational effectiveness will be reduced and there will be problems 
security wise. 

The other factor, sir, that must be taken into consideration, in sur- 
veying, is the availability of personnel in the particular areas who can 
do the job that must be done. 

Mr. Price. That wouldn’t be applicable here, because it is the same 
area. 

Colonel Cuase. That is correct, sir, but it was basically the fact that 
these operations must be centrally located. 

Mr. Price. What is the percentage of the whole complex that the 
new building program represents ¢ 

General Curtry. About a third, sir. They are replacing actually 
some 37,000 feet with this additional facility and expanding facilities 
by some 60,000 feet. I think the basic figure—no—— 

Colonel Parkuity. We would go from 500,000 square feet up, by 
93,000 square feet. It would be about a 20-percent increase. 

Mr. Price. Now, will it be necessary in a few years, then, to make 
replacements on the other section, so that you are actually building an 
entire new facility within a short time? 

General Curtin. In this case, we are planning to delete three of the 
old buildings that are somewhat over 100 years old, to make way for 
this new building. 

In addition, the new building will be designed so that it will be 
capable of supporting two additional floors if our future requirement 
materializes. 
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Mr. Price. Now, a complete survey has been made and a firm de- 
termination has been made that the facilities now available at Granite 
City Engineer Depot are not now suitable or could not be as effectively 
modernized or renovated to become suitable as a new facility at Second 
and Arsenal Streets? 

General Curtin. This is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have a justification, 
because if someone were to come up here in a couple of years and say, 
“We could have done this same job without all this expenditure at 
somewhere else”; we ought to be protected. 

The Cuarrman. Are you opposed to this item ? 

Mr. Price. No, no. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection—— 

Mr. Price. I just want it justified. 

The Cuarrman. We have enough justification. 

General Curtin. The Aeronautical Chart and Information Center 
is located at Second and Arsenal Streets, St. Louis, Mo. 

The center is scheduled for an increase in total’ working space needed 
for additional functions of classified projects and the need to replace 
existing buildings 1, 3, and 6, which are over 100 years old and beyond 
economical repair. 

The total requirement for space constitutes a new five-story building 
of 155,000 square feet. This program provides the first increment of 
93,000 square feet (three stories of 31,000 square feet each floor) for 
the structure, at a cost of $3,200,000. Two stories are needed to provide 
part of the space to accommodate the aforementioned classified proj- 
ects, and one story for replacement of buildings 1, 3, and 6. It is 
proposed to add two additional stories to the project in this program 
to meet the total requirement of 155,000 square feet in future 
programs. 





CHARLESTON AIR FORCE BASE 


Charleston Air Force Base is located 7 miles northwest of Charles- 
ton, S.C. 

The planned use of this base in an aerial fort of embarkation for 
Military Air Transport Service squadrons having both troop and 
cargo airlift missions. It also has Air Defense Command fighter 
and missile missions. 

The program proposed for this station totals $103,000. The item 
provides an organizational maintenance shop as a lean-to to the exist- 
ing hangar to support the ADC twin-engine jet fighter-interceptor 
aircraft scheduled to replace the single-engine aircraft now operating 
at this base. 

The requested facility, together with the existing organizational 
maintenance shop, will satisfy the total requirement. 


DOVER AIR FORCE BASE 


Dover Air Force Base is situated 4 miles southeast of Dover, 
Del. 

The planned utilization of this base is an aerial port of embarka- 
tion for Military Air Transport Service squadrons having both troop 
and cargo airlift missions and an Air Defense Command fighter 
mission. 
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The total program requested for this installation is $147,000 and 
provides for the replacement of a substandard runway overrun (1,000 
feet. by 200 feet) at the south end of the primary instrument runway 
required to overcome flying safety hazards, day or night time, in sup- 
port of the overall base mission. A 12,000-foot runway length is re- 
quirea at this base to support the assigned KC-97 tanker aircraft, 
as well as MATS aircraft. 


M’GUIRE AIR FORCE BASE 


McGuire Air Force Base is located 1 mile southeast of Wrights- 
town, N. J. 

The planned use of this installation is an aerial port of embarkation 
for the Military Air Transport squadrons with troop and cargo air- 
lift assignments, a Strategic Air Command medium tanker mission, 
Air Defense Command fighter and missile missions, and an Air Na- 
tional Guard tactical fighter unit. 

The program proposed for this location totals $182,000. 

One of the two items requested will provide for the replacement 
of a substandard overrun on the approach end of the primary instru- 
ment runway to overcome flying safety hazards. 

The other item provides for the acquisition of clearance easements 
located within the approach zone at the north end of the north-south 
runway. The easements will prevent obstructions in the form of 
buildings of a proposed new multimillion-dollar shopping center to 
be constructed by commercial interests from vertically protruding into 
the glide angle. This would introduce serious operational flying 
hazards that could lead to the forced closing of the runway, 


ORLANDO AIR FORCE BASE 


Orlando Air Force Base is located 3 miles east of Orlando, Fla. 

The planned use of this base is for Military Air Transport Service 
support missions including Headquarters Air Photograph and Chart- 
ing Service, USAF Hospital, Noncommissioned Officer’s School. 

The Tactical Air Command is a tenant having a missile training 
mission. 

The program proposed for this base includes a project at a cost of 
$850,000, needed to provide missile training facilities in support of the 
MACE B (TM-76B) missile weapons systems. There are no facilities 
existing on this installation to satisfy this requirement. 


SCOTT ATR FORCE BASE 


Seott Air Force Base is situated 3 miles southeast of Shiloh, Il. 

The planned utilization of this base is to provide headquarters for 
Military Air Transport Service, Air Weather Service, and Airways 
and Air Communications Service, and an Air Force Reserve flying 
training center with a troop carrier mission. 

The requested program for this station includes three items totaling 
$999,000. 

The first of these items provides approach lighting for the approach 
end of the primary instrument runway to overcome flying safety 
hazards in support of the overall base mission. A 1,000-foot approac 
light facility exists, but it is substandard and will be removed. 
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The second item provides for the replacement of four inadequate 
and improperly located fire and crash rescue stations with a combina- 
tion fire station. The present split firefighting operation is uneco- 
nomical and requires extra manpower to operate. The requested 
facility will satisfy total base requirements. 

The remaining item provides for the replacement of a substandard 
airmen service club to be located in the development area A. The 
structure is needed to provide offduty recreational programs for air- 
men. 


TRAVIS AIR FORCE BASE 


The last of the bases included in this program is Travis Air Force 
Base. 

It is located 6 miles east of Fairfield, Calif. 

The planned use of this station is a west coast aerial port of em- 
barkation for the Military Air Transport Service for a wing with 
three heavy and two medium squadrons having troop and cargo airlift 
missions. 

It also provides for transient contract carriers. 

In addition, the Strategic Air Command utilizes this airfield for 
heavy bomber and tanker missions, and the Air Defense Command 
maintains fighter and missile units at this location. 

The program requested for this station totals $732,000 and includes 
two items. 

The first item is needed to provide aircraft field maintenance shop 
facilities for 48 heavy transport aircraft. Present temporary type 
facilities constructed in 1942 will not accommodate the heavy trans- 
port type aircraft presently assigned to this base. Project provides a 
combined shop facility with space for field maintenance and organi- 
zational maintenance. 

The other item provides for the replacement of temporary structure 
to provide an adequate food inspection laboratory. 

The Cuarman. Without objection, St. Louis is approved. 

Without objection, Charleston is approved. 

Without objection, Dover is approved. 

Without objection, McGuire is approved. 

The committee strikes out Orlando Air Force Base. 

Without objection, Scott is oe 

And we reduce the money at ravis $41,000. 

Without objection, that 1s the procedure on all the Military Air 
‘Transport Command. 

General Curtin. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

General Curtrn. For the record, may I clear up a point on Orlando? 

As discussed with the committee counsel, I point out that this item 
is a very important and very urgent item, and we accept the deletion 
here with the understanding that we will come to the committee very 
soon for use of emergency authorization for this item, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Well, we will deal with that when we come to it. 

Mr. Arenps. Isn’t that the one you are closing up? 

General Currin. We have closed up the flying field. This item, 
itself, is on the base proper, sir, and is connected with the missile 
training missions on the base. 
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Mr. Arenps. The flying field is closed ? 

General Curtin. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The next item is the Pacific Air Force Base. 

General Curtin. The mission of the Pacific Air Forces is to conduct 
tactical air operations, the air defense of Hawaii, Japan, Ryukyus, 
Mariannas, Korea, Wake Island, Formosa (Taiwan), and the U.S. 
installations in the Philippines; provide air transportation for combat 
troops and supplies in the Pacific and Far East areas. 

The following is for the State of Hawaii and consists of those facili- 
ties required in support of Hickam Air Force Base and amounts to 
$703,000. 

The Cuatmrman. Of course, we are all familiar with Hickam Air 
Force Base. 

General Curtin. The next Pacific installation to be considered is 
Hickam Air Force Base which is located 6 miles west of the city of 
Honolulu in Hawaii. 

The planned use of this base is for headquarters of the Pacific Air 
Forces, air defense of Hawaii, Strategic Air Command Support Mis- 
sion, an air rescue squadron and a weather reconnaissance squadron. 

The requested program amounts to $703,000 and consists of the fol- 
lowing items: 

The first item is for replacement of a 500-foot section of the west 
end of the instrument runway. This pavement has deteriorated under 
pert of jet blast until it has become dangerous to operating:air- 
cratt. 

The next two items provide a multicubic storage magazine of 4,335 
square feet and a rocket assembly building of 9,305 square feet. These 
two facilities are required for assembly, checkout, and storage of 
the missiles and rockets with which the fighter aircraft are armed. 
These two facilities provide the immediate requirements necessary for 
these aircraft to execute their defense mission. 

The CHarrMAN. Without objection, that is approved. 

Now, members of the committee, the next is the most important part 
of the bill, Strategic Air Command. 

Now, tell the committee briefly what the Strategic Air Command 
is. There are 30-some-odd items in this bill on this section. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Ferry. The 11th Zone of Interior Command to be reviewed is 
the Strategic Air Command. The mission of the Strategic Air Com- 
mand is to organize, train, equip, administer, prepare, and maintain 
a force in a state of readiness capable of conducting intensive and 
conclusive worldwide aerial ‘Bw. rer against enemies of the 
United States. 

This program requests authorization of $62,077,000 for construction 
of facilities at 34 Strategic Air Command bases. The greatest. por- 
tion of the program, $21,098,000, is attributable to items required spe- 
cifically for B-52 heavy bombers and KC-135 tankers at 14 locations 
and $17,804,000 is included for general base-type items to support the 
basic mission throughout the entire command. 

Projects amounting to $7,428,000 are included at one existing me- 
dium bomber base—March Air Force Base—to provide heavy bomber 
capability and further dispersal of the manned force. 
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A total of $4,232,000 will be applied to construction at medium 
bomber and tanker bases. Construction of combat operations centers 
will require $6,952,000 for Barksdale Air Force Base and $1,872,000 
is included for additional utilities and interior modification at the 
Strategic Air Command underground command center at Offutt Air 
Force Base. Facilities for Air Defense Command missions on four 
Strategic Air Command bases amount to $1,483,000 and $1,208,000 
will support the Military Air Transport Command tenant units on 
Turner and Hunter Air Force Bases. 

Facilities for Strategic Air Command missions located at bases of 
other commands amount to $17,822,000 as follows: 


Air Defense Command__-_----------------- (a decane ha saalacwor teens $7, 001,000 
Ale Biateriel Commend os ot kh a hn 2, 592, 000 
Air research and development_____-_----------------------------- 908, 000 
ATE GIT Bs 5k ile idee pete etn pid oe nga 5, 919, 000 
I I I cs il enieaatinmne emt men eigeiainm mene 1, 330, 000 


The Strategic Air Command is charged with the responsibility of 
providing the retaliatory force for the Air Force and for the United 
States to prevent aggression against the United States by means of an 
inbeing nuclear capable force able to reach anywhere in the world. 

The Cuatrman. How many planes have we assigned to SAC? Put 
that in the record. 

Mr. Ferry. I will put that in the record, right. 

(This information is classified and has been furnished to the com- 
mittee under separate cover. ) 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, you have 37 bases 
1ere. 

Mr. Rivers. Very important. 

The Cuarrman. We are dispersing them, isn’t that correct ¢ 

General Curtrx. The total request before you, Mr. Chairman, under 
Strategic Air Command is slightly over $62 million, at 34 bases, if I 
have counted them correctly, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. Right, 34 bases. 

Mr. Rivers. We are all familiar with them. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Weare all familiar with them. 

General Curtin. The first Strategic Air Command base to be con- 
sidered is Altus Air Force Base. It is located approximately 3 miles 
east of Altus, Okla. Its planned use is for a Strategic Air Command 
heavy bomber mission. It will also be used as a Strategic Air Com- 
mand air division headquarters. The program requested for Altus 
Air Force Base amounts to $109,000 and provides a 6,313-square-foot 
addition to the existing maintenance dock by closing in each side of 
the nose section, At present there is a deficiency of 13,240 square feet 
in field maintenance shop space. This 6,313 square feet will partially 
alleviate this deficiency and is specifically required to provide a fuel/ 
cell repair shop to support the heavy bomber aircraft. 

Barksdale Air Force Base is situated in Bossier City, La. The 
planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber 
mission, an Air Division headquarters and an Air Force Reserve ac- 
tivity. The program requested for Barksdale totals $7,265,000. It 
includes the following items: 

The first item provides an additional 4,090 linear feet of telephone 
duct for needed cable expansion. The present ducts are overcrowded 











3164 


with cables, leaving no room for installation of additional lines and 
making repair work on present line very difficult and expensive. 

The next item provides an addition of 1,400 feet to the 1,600 feet of 
— lighting system now under construction to provide a com- 
plete 3,000 feet of U.S. National Standard approach lighting system 
at the primary instrument end of the runway. 

The next item consists of converting to U.S. National Standards the 
existing 1,600 feet of substandard approach lighting system and add- 
ing 1,400 feet to provide a complete 3,000-foot U.S. National Standard 
approach lighting system at the secondary end of the runway. 

The last item will provide a combat operation center, the nature of 
which is classified. 

Beale Air Force Base is situated 13 miles east of Marysville, Calif. 
The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy 
bomb mission, an air defense sector headquarters and other missions. 
The program requested for Beale totals $1,598,000. It includes the 
following items: 

The first item is a washrack facility. Frequent washing of the air- 
craft is necessary to keep them properly cleaned to eliminate corro- 
sion and aid in the dissipation of heat from engines. 

The next item is an area search radar which is required to increase 
the radar area coverage for the Rapcon center being constructed at 
McClellan Air Force Base. 

The next item provides for procurement and erection of three stand- 
ard large aircraft maintenance docks. Two of these docks will pro- 
vide additional maintenance space for the heavy bomber and tanker 
aircraft, and the third dock will provide needed maintenance facilities 
for assigned miscellaneous transient and base aircraft. Adequate 
maintenance of the aircraft at this base has established a requirement 
for a total of eight large type maintenance docks. Four of these docks 
were included in a previous program. There will be a deficiency of one 
dock to be included in a future program. 

The next item requests an addition to the existing armament and 
electronic facility to provide additional storage and maintenance space, 
required for the complex electronic equipment. 

The last item will provide storage facilities for jet fuel. There is 
existing 50,280 barrels of jet fuel storage. This request will sub- 
stantially satisfy the requirement for this facility. 

Authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill for construc- 
tion of 230 units of family housing with private capital under the 
provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base is located 5 miles southeast of Austin, 
Tex. The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command 
heavy bomber mission. The program requested at Bergstrom totals 
$974,000. It includes the following items: 

The first item will provide a heavy duty taxiway access to an exist- 
ing field maintenance hangar. The existing taxiway is of light duty 
construction and will not support the assigned aircraft. 

The next item will provide 1,500 feet of U.S. standard approach 
lights at the secondary end of the primary runway. The lights are 
essential to the safe, regular, and efficient operation of the mission air- 
craft. Approximately 50 percent of all aircraft landings during 
periods of low visibility use this runway approach. 
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The last item provides for a 4,400 square foot administration build- 
ing for the installation engineer. Existing tar paper covered shack 
will be demolished upon completion of this request. Rehabilitation 
of this structure would approximate the cost of new construction since 
termite damage to the structural frame will require almost complete 
replacement. 

3lytheville Air Force Base is located 4 miles northwest of Blythe- 
ville, Ark., and the principal flying mission is strategic heavy bombers 
and heavy tanker aircraft. The program requested for Blytheville 
totals $1,877,000 which includes the following items: 

The first item is a washrack facility. Frequent washing of the air- 
craft is necessary to eliminate corrosion, reduce drag, and aid in dis- 
sipation of heat from engines. 

The next item is for the installation of 1,500 feet of standard ap- 
proach lights at the secondary end of the primary runway and is 
essential to the safe and efficient operation of the mission. More than 
35 percent of all landings use this runway approach. 

The next item is a 2,661 square foot operation mission training 
facility. This item is required to house the additional training instru- 
ments and devices scheduled for Blytheville. The complex aircraft 
and equipment now in use necessitate continuous training of both op- 
erational and maintenance personnel. Their use prior to actual flight 
enhances flying safety by insuring knowledge of normal and emergency 
procedures. Failure to provide sufficient training facilities results in 
an. excessive loss of manhours and operational capability. The exist- 
ing 11,539 square feet and the requested facility will satisfy the 14,200 
square foot requirement. 

The next item provides for the dismantling and moving of two large 
aircraft maintenance docks from Donaldson to Blytheville and re- 
erection. Adequate maintenance of the aircraft at this base has es- 
tablished a requirement for a total of seven large type maintenance 
docks. Four of these docks were included in a previous program. 
There will be a deficiency of one dock to be included in a future pro- 
gram. 

The next item provides for an automotive maintenance administra- 
tive facility. The existing temporary prefab facilities of 2,846 square 
feet are inadequate for administrative and training space, latrines, 
and heating system. 

The next item is an addition to the existing armament and electronic 
shop providing additional storage and maintenance space required by 
complex electronic equipment installed in the heavy bomber aircraft. 

The next item is an installation engineer pavement and grounds 
maintenance facility. There is no existing building that can be used 
for this purpose. 

The next item provides for an installation engineer maintenance 
shop, This function is temporarily being performed in an installation 
engineer covered facility and in an installation storage shed. There 
are no other buildings existing which can be used for this purpose. 

The next item will provide storage facilities for jet fuel. With the 
existing 41,420 barrels of jet fuel storage, this request for 30,000 


barrels of storage will substantially satisfy the requirement for this 
facility. 
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The next item is a 24-man bachelor officers’ quarters. Of a require- 
ment for 87 spaces, 52 are existing. ‘The requested quarters will still 
leave a deficiency of seven. 

The last item is an addition to the noncommissioned officers’ open 
mess facility. Yat 

The requirement for this facility is 14,000 square feet. The existing 
facility is only 5,611 square feet. 

This request for 4,400 square feet will reduce the deficiency. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base is located 2 miles west of Peru, Ind. 
The planned use of this base is for a SAC medium bomber unit and 
an Air Defense Command fighter mission. The total program re- 
quested for Bunker Hill amounts to $1,714,000. This program includes 
the following items: 

The first item furnishes jet blast deflectors which will be installed 
behind the aircraft parking positions to protect personnel and equip- 
ment from damage by high velocity jet blasts. 

The next item provides a narrow gage and centerline runway light- 
ing system which are two of the primary visual air navigation facili- 
ties required for the improvement of operational safety and increase 
in runway acceptance rates on modern high performance aircraft 
during adverse visibility conditions. 

The next item provides for an addition to the existing operational 
mission training facilities. The requirement for training facilities 
at, Bunker Hill are 46,350 square feet. The present 19,550-square foot 
facility is inadequate to accommodate the training devices, simulators, 
and functions programed for Bunker Hill. This request for 16,075 
square feet will alleviate a deficiency in training facilities at this base. 

The next item provides for an automotive maintenance administra- 
tion facility. The present structure utilized for this function is a port- 
able building moved into the motor pool as an emergency measure. 

The next item provides a heated storage facility for ground powered 
equipment in the Air Defense Command area. There is nothing ex- 
isting to satisfy the requirement. 

The next item is additional jet fuel bulk storage. The requirement 
for jet storage at Bunker Hill is 103,000 barrels. There is existing 
at Bunker Hill a total of 76,660 barrels. The 25,000 barrels in this 
request. will substantially satisfy the remaining deficiency. 

Carswell Air Force Base is in Fort Worth, Tex. The planned use 
of this base is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomber mission 
and various other miscellaneous Strategic Air Command service ac- 
tivities. The total program requested for Carswell amounts to 
$210,000. It consists of two items: 

The first item is an airport surface detection radar facility to pro- 
vide positive control of aircraft and vehicular traffic on the runway 
taxiway complex during periods of low ground visibility and at night. 

The next item is for the installation of 1,500 feet of U.S. standard 
approach lights—without strobeacon flashers—at the secondary end 
of the primary runway. These lights are essential to the safe and efli- 
cient operation of the high performance military aircraft at this base 
since more than 35 percent of all aircraft landings use this runway 
approach. 

The next location to be considered is Castle Air Force Base situated 
8 miles northwest of Merced, Calif. The planned use of Castle is for 
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Strategic Air Command heavy bomber unit, crew training for Stra- 
tegic Air Command tanker crews and other Air Defense Command, 
Strategic Air Command service missions. The program requested for 
Castle totals $2,800,000. It includes the following items: 

The first item is an area search radar which provided extended 
range and altitude coverage for the radar approach control center 
handling aircraft instrument traffic. 

The second item furnishes an addition to the existing organizational 
maintenance hangar and shops to perform the required maintenance 
on the presently assigned Air Defense Command fighter-interceptor 
aircraft. 

The next item will provide an armament and electronic repair shop 
for maintenance and repair of electronic equipment and accessories 
used in Air Defense fighter aircraft. 

The next item will provide an additional 50,000 barrels of jet fuel 
bulk storage. Of the 206,000-barrel requirements, 115,000 barrels are 
existing. The requested tankage will reduce the present deficiency. 

The next item provides for the construction of a 50-bed composite 
medical facility with a 16-unit dental clinic and flight surgeon’s clinic. 
The existing substandard 1941 cantonment construction will be razed 
upon completion of this project. 

The last item is a 3,800 square foot chapel annex which will be con- 
structed in conjunction with an existing 250-seat chapel. There are 
no facilities available in which to properly conduct religious education. 

Clinton County Air Force Base is located 2 miles southeast of 
Wilmington, Ohio. The planned use of this base is for Strategic Air 
Command tanker units and Air Force Reserve activities. The total 
program requested for Clinton County amounts to $2,366,000 and 
includes the following items: 

The first item is a washrack facility. Frequent washing of the air- 
craft is necessary to eliminate corrosion, reduce drag, and aid in dis- 
sipation of heat from engines. 

The second item provides for a 8,715-square-foot base operations fa- 
cility. Nothing exists at this base which will accommodate this 
requirement. 

“he last item is an 18,830-square-foot auto maintenance shop and a 
2,148-square-foot auto maintenance administrative facility. The re- 
quirement is for 26,999 square feet of shop and 3,010 square feet for 
administration. The existing 3,992-square-foot shop constructed dur- 
ing World War II for a covered auto storage space will be continued in 
use to meet the requirement. However, the existing theater-of-opera- 
tions type administration facility constructed during World War II 
will be razed. 

The next item is a 2,116-square-foot refueling vehicle shop. Nothing 
exists at this base which will meet this requirement. 

The next item provides a 1,650-square-foot precision measurement 
equipment laboratory required to perform calibration and certifica- 
tion of precision measurement equipment used in organizational and 
field level maintenance of aircraft. 

The next item furnishes the required 10,044-square-foot installation 
engineer maintenance shop and the required 8,692-square-foot installa- 
tion storage shed. The existing installation engineer facilities include 
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a portion of a Butler building, a quonset hut, and a portion of another 
quonset hut. 

The next hut provides the required 5,700-square-foot flyaway kit 
warehouse facility. There are no other facilities which can be used for 
this purpose. 

The next item is a 13,390-square-foot wing headquarters. This re- 
quest is required to provide space for 100 administrative personnel as- 
signed to perform communication and command activities for the as- 
signed tanker mission. 

The next item is bachelor officers’ quarters for 24 men. The require- 
ment is for 90 spaces. Existing are 42 spaces. 

The last item provides for construction of a 12,800-square-foot serv- 
ice club. This project will satisfy the requirement. 

Clinton Sherman Air Force Base is situated 1 mile west northwest 
of Burns Flat, Okla. Strategic heavy bombers and refueling aircraft 
will operate from this base. The program requested at Clinton Sher- 
man totals $1,305,000 and includes the following items: 

The first item is an aircraft washrack facility. Frequent washing 
is necessary to eliminate corrosion, reduce drag, and aid in dissipation 
of heat from engines. 

The next item is for installation of 1,500 feet of U.S. standard ap- 
proach lights at the secondary end of the primary runway. These 
lights are essential to the safe and efficient operation of the high per- 
formance aircraft. More than 35 percent of all landings are made on 
the secondary end of the runway. 

The next item provides for two additional aircraft maintenance 
docks to accommodate large aircraft. Adequate maintenance of the 
aircraft at this base has established a requirement for a total of seven 
large aireraft type maintenance docks. Four of these docks were in- 
cluded in a previous program. There will be a deficiency of one dock 
to be included in a future program. 

The next item is an addition of 2,542 square feet to the existing 
14,508-square-foot armament and electronics shop to provide addi- 
tional storage and maintenance space required by the expanding 
complex electronic equipment in the heavy bomber and tanker air- 
craft. 

The last item provides for an additional 25,000 barrels of jet fuel 
bulk storage. The requirement for storage at Clinton Sherman is 
70,333 barrels, with 45,598 barrels of existing storage at this base. 
This request will satisfy the remaining deficiency. 

Columbus Air Force Base is located 10 miles northwest of Colum- 
bus, Miss. The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Com- 
mand heavy bomber mission, including heavy air refueler aircraft. 
The program requested amounts to $3,206,000 and it includes the fol- 
lowing items: 

The first item provides for an aireraft washrack facility. The 
small existing facilities cannot be used to satisfy this requirement 
due to their size, strength of pavement, and location. These facilities 
were originally constructed in 1941 to accommodate small trainer 
type aircraft. 

The next item is for the installation of 1,500 feet of U.S. standard 
approach lights at the secondary end of the primary runway. These 
lights are essential to the safe, regular and efficient operation of the 
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mission, More than 35 percent of all aircraft landings use this run- 
way approach. 

The next item is a 2,200-square-foot operational mission training 
facility required to house the necessary training instruments and de- 
vices. The complex aircraft and equipment now in use necessitate 
continuous training of both operational and maintenance personnel. 
Their use prior to actual flight enhances flying safety by insuring 
thorough knowledge of normal and emergency procedures. 

The next item provides for two additional aircraft maintenance 
docks to accommodate large aircraft. Adequate maintenance of the 
aircraft at this base has established a requirement for a total of seven 
large type maintenance docks. Four of these docks were included 
in a previous program. There will be a deficiency of one dock to be 
included in a future program. 

The next item is for the construction of a 15,935-square-foot auto- 
motive maintenance shop. Of the 27,000 square feet requested, only 
6,216 square feet of substandard structures are available for this 
function. 

The next item is for an addition to the existing armament and 
electronic shop to provide additional storage and maintenance space 
required by complex electronic equipment installed in the heavy 
bomber aircraft. 

The next item will provide 15,000 barrels of additional storage 
facilities for jet fuel. The existing 49,990 barrels and this request 
will substantially satisfy the 67,919 barrels requirement. 

The next item is an additional 20,000-square-foot base warehouse. 
The total requirement is 84,616 square feet. The existing 59,722 
square feet of warehouse space will be continued then in use to satisfy 
the requirement. 

The next item will provide a 200-man dormitory to replace World 
War IT mobilization type barracks that cannot be repaired or modern- 
ized economically. Of the 1,156 spaces required, 800 standard fa- 
cilities are available. This request will substantially fill the require- 
ment. 

The next item is a dining hall having a capacity of 400 men, and 
with the present 800-man dining hall will satisfy airmen dining hall 
requirements. 

he next item provides for a 24-man bachelor officers quarters. The 
requirement at Columbus is for 87 spaces. Existing are 49 spaces and 
this request will substantially alleviate the deficiency in quarters for 
bachelor officers. 

The last item is for a 500-seat base theatre. The existing 288-seat 
World War II mobilization type theatre is in advanced stage of 
deterioration. It is beyond economical repair. 

The next base to be considered is Davis Monthan Air Force Base, 
located 4 miles southeast of Tucson, Ariz. The planned use of Davis 
Monthan is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomber mission, 
an Air Defense Command fighter mission and other Strategic Air 
Command missions. The program requested amounts to $348,000 and 
includes two items: 

The first item is a 6,034-square-foot radar approach control center 
for air traffic control of aircraft in the area under all weather condi- 
tions. 
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The second item furnishes a 6,737-square-foot addition to the exist- 
ing 5,763-square-foot organizational maintenance shop to provide a 
12,500-square-foot maintenance facility to support the Air Defense 
Command fighter aircraft. 

Dow Air Force Base is situated in Bangor, Maine. The principal 
aircraft operating from Dow will be Strategic heavy bombers and 
tankers and Air Defense fighter interceptors. Dow will also support 
an air defense missile unit. 

The program requested for Dow Air Force Base totals $2,575,000. 

The first item is for the installation of 1,500 feet of U.S. standard 
approach lights at the secondary end of the primary runway. These 
lights are essential to the safe and efficient operation of the high- 
performance aircraft. More than 35 percent of all aircraft landings 
use this runway approach. 

The next item is a 2,800-square-foot operation mission training 
facility. This facility is required to house the training instruments 
and devices scheduled for the base. The complex aircraft and equip- 
ment now in use necessitate continuous training of both operational 
and maintenance personnel. Their use prior to actual flight promotes 
flying safety by insuring knowledge of normal and emergency pro- 
cedures. 

The next item is an addition to the existing armament and elec- 
tronics shop for maintenance and repair of electronic equipment and 
accessories used in the Air Defense Command fighter aircraft. The 
requested 6,836 square feet will satisfy the requirement for this 
facility. 

The next item provides for an addition of 2,500 square feet to the 
existing 6,977-square-foot parachute and dinghy shop to accommodate 
the packing of aircraft chutes to support the mission. The present 
facility does not provide a room with the required length for repack- 
ing drag chutes for the assigned aircraft. 

The next item is a 41,105-square-foot addition to the existing ware- 
house. The requirement for warehousing is 134,885 square feet and 
existing standard facilities consist of 86,912 square feet. This item 
will essentially satisfy the requirement for warehouse space. 

The next item is a 50-bed composite medical facility with 14 dental 
operating rooms. The present cantonment type composite medical 
facility erected in 1941 as a temporary measure is beyond economical 
repair and must be replaced. 

The last item is for the fee purchase of 11 acres of land to support 
the composite medical facility included in this program, No other 
suitable onbase land is available on which to site this facility. 

Ellsworth Air Force Base is located 7 miles northeast of Rapid 
City, S.Dak. .The planned use is a SAC heavy bomber mission, includ- 
ing both bomber and air tanker aircraft, and an Air Defense Command 
fighter and radar sage mission. The program requested totals $776,000 
and it includes three items. 

The first item will strengthen a 50- by 2,140-foot keel section of 
taxiway pavement connecting the apron with the southeast end of 
the runway. This pavement has shown structural distress under the 
loads of the heavy bomber aircraft. 

The second item consists of an addition of 1,500 feet to the 1,500 
feet of approach lighting system now under construction to provide 
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5,000 feet of U.S. standard approach lights at the primary instrument 
end of the runway. 

The third item provides for the installation of 3,000 feet of U.S. 
standard approach lights at the secondary end of the runway. Me 85 
lights are essential to the safe and efficient operation of the high 
formance aircraft since more than 35 percent of all aircraft fandlrige 
use this runway approach. 

Fairchild Air Force Base is located 12 miles west-southwest of 
Spokane, Wash. Planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Com- 
mand heavy bomber mission, including heavy bomber and air refueler 
aircraft. The program request for Fairchild Air Force Base is $5,951,- 
000. It includes the following items: 

The first item involves the strengthening of the center portion of 
the primary runway which is showing signs of failure. With heavy 
benba and tanker aircraft operations, this failure will accelerate 
substantially unless corrective action is taken. 

The next item is for strengthening p pertoue of the runway access 
taxiway which have shown definite indications of structural distress 
under the loads of the heavy bomber aircraft. 

The next item will provide 3,000 feet of U.S. standard approach 
lights at the secondary end of ‘the primary runway. This will be 
accomplished by converting existing substandard lighting and adding 

1,552 feet of new lighting. Over 35 percent of all landings are made 
on this end of the runway. 

The next item will provide narrow gage and centerline lighting for 
primary end of the instrument runway. This system is one of the 
essential components of an integrated approach and landing system 
required for recovery of aircraft. during periods of extremely bad 
weather conditions. 

The last item will provide a 300-seat chapel. Of the 900-seat re- 
quirement, 200 seats are provided in an existing mobilization type 
structure and another 100 seats in a converted administrative type 
building. This request will partially alleviate the deficiency. 

Forbes Air Base is located 6 miles south of Topeka, Kans. The 
planned use of this base is for Strategic Air Command medium bomb- 
er and heavy air refueler mission, Strategic missile mission and Stra- 
tegic sss tl reconnaissance mission. The program request for 
Forbes amounts to $635,000 and includes three items: 

The first item is for the installation of 1,500 feet of U.S. standard 
approach lights at the secondary end of the primary runway and is 
essential to the safe operation of the mission aircraft. More than 35 
percent of all aircraft Vatidings use this runway approach. 

The second item, lighting runway, narrow gage and centerline, is 
one of the essential components of an integrated approach and landing 
system required for recovery of aircraft during periods of extremely 
bad weather. 

The third item provides for 4,515-square-foot cold storage facility 
for perishable subsistence to replace the existing World War II mobi- 
lization type warehouse building. The existing facility is in an ad- 

vanced state of deterioration resulting i in high maintenance costs and 
submarginel.s sanitary conditions. 

Francis E. Warren Air Force Base is situated 1 mile west of 
Cheyenne, Wyo. 
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The planned use of this base is for ATLAS intercontinental ballis- 
tic missiles under the operational control of the SAC; $445,000 is re- 
quired to provide for the strengthening of the concrete aircraft park- 
ing apron and taxiway adjacent to the operational and terminal area 
at Cheyenne Municipal Airport. Since Francis E. Warren Air Force 
Base does not have a runway, it is necessary to use the Cheyenne Air- 
a to fly the intercontinental ballistic missiles in heavy cargo air- 
crait. 

Glasgow Air Force Base is located approximately 16 miles north- 
east of the city of Glasgow, Mont. The planned use for this base 
is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber mission, including 
heavy bombers and air tanker aircraft, an Air Defense Command 
fighter, and a Defense missile squadron. 

The total program requested for Glasgow Air Force Base totals 
$4,419,000. All items contained in this request are deficiencies and 
there are no facilities existing which can be utilized for the functions 
involved. 

The first item provides for a vehicle fueling station consisting of 
two gasoline pumps for all military vehicles on base. 

The next item is for the installation of 1,500 feet of U.S. standard 
approach lights—without strobeacon flashers—at the secondary end of 
the primary runway and is essential to the safe, regular, and efficient 
operation of the mission. More than 35 percent of all aircraft land- 
ings use this runway approach. : 

The next item is for a 2,661-square-foot operational mission train- 
ing facility and is required to house the training instruments and 
devices scheduled for the base. The complicated aircraft and equip- 
ment now in use require the continuous training of both operational 
and maintenance personnel, Their use prior to actual flight en- 
hances flying safety through insuring knowledge of normal and 
emergency procedures. 7 . 

The next item provides for two additional large aircraft mainte- 
nance docks. Adequate maintenance of the aircraft at this base has 
established a requirement for a total of seven large-type maintenance 
docks. Four of these docks were included in a previous program. 
There will be a deficiency of one dock to be included in a future 

ro. m. af 
R The next item provides for the construction of a motor pool adminis- 
trative facility. he fin 

The next item provides for an addition to the existing armament 
and electronics facility to provide additional storage and maintenance 
space required by the more complex electronic equipment used by 
heavy bomber aircraft. 

The next item is for a_2,550-square-foot consolidated electronics 
maintenance shop with administrative space to support the AACS 
detachment assigned to this base. oe 

The next item chen for a 1,650-square-foot precision measure- 

equipment laboratory. 
pn ny item is for a Dold equnie feck addition to the 6,032-square- 
foot installation engineer maintenance shop to satisfy the requirement 

r performing this function. 
ithe next de is for 25,000 barrels addition to the 60,186 barrels 
existing and programed jet fuel storage. This request will sub- 
stantially satisfy the requirement for 86,890 barrels at Glasgow. 
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The next item provides for the required 8,666-square-foot supply 
and equipment shed to store base supplies and equipment that are 
not authorized for open storage. 

The next item provides for the addition of 12,804-square-foot to 
the 6,804-square-foot existing air base group headquarters to sub- 
stantially satisfy the a ge gc for 21,770 square feet. The existing 
facility was constructed to support the Air Defense Command mis- 
sion only. 

The next item is for a 13,390-square-foot strategic wing head- 
quarters facility. This item is required for approximately 100 per- 
sonnel who will administratively control both bomber and tanker 
units known as a strategic wing. All records for both units will be 
kept in this building. 

The next item provides a bachelor officers’ quarters for 24 men. The 
requirement at Glasgow is for 99 spaces. Existing and now under con- 
struction are 61 spaces. 

The next item is for construction of a 150-seat chapel addition to the 
existing 150-seat chapel and for construction of a 3,800-square-foot 
chapel annex. The requirement for a 600-seat chapel and 7,600-square- 
foot chapel annex is partially satisfied by this requirement. 

The next item provides for a 5,700-square-foot addition to the exist- 
ing exchange sales store to provide the required 10,692-square-foot 
facility. 

The next two items are for a 6,500-square-foot addition to the non- 
commissioned officers and officers open mess to provide for each, the 
pe ees 14,000-square-foot facility. 

The last two items provide a 3,750-square-foot base post office fa- 
cility, and a 3,500-square-foot library facility. 

Homestead Air Force Base is located 5 miles north-northeast of 
Homestead, Fla. 

The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy 
bomber unit, an SAC medium reconnaissance mission, and other SAC 
activities and Air Force Reserve activities. The program requested for 
Homestead totals $463,000 and provides for installation of narrow 
gage and centerline runway lighting systems. This system is one of 
the essential components of an integrated approach and landing system 
required for the recovery of aircraft during periods of inclement 
weather, 

Hunter Air Force Base is situated near Savannah, Ga. The planned 
use of Hunter is an aerial port of embarkation for Military Air Trans- 
port Service squadrons having both troop and cargo airlift missions, 
The program requested for Hunter totals $734,000, and it is for the 
dismantling and moving of three large aircraft maintenance docks 
from Donaldson and reerecting them at Hunter. These two docks to- 
gether with the two existing double-cantilever field maintenance 
hangars will provide the maintenance space required. 

Larson Air Force Base is next to be considered and it is located 5 
miles north-northwest of Moses Lake, Wash. The planned use of this 
installation is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber mission, 
Air Defense Command Sector Headquarters, and other Strategic Air 
Command and Air Defense Command activities. The program re- 
quested for Larson totals $1,282,000. It is composed of the following 
items: 
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The first item is a 1,000-square-foot addition to the existing 3,549- 
square-foot base communications facility. This addition is required 
for housing the additional communication equipment which supports 
the new Strategic Air Command mission programed for this base. 

The next item provides for the construction of a four-stall base 
fire station facility. This combination base and line fire station will 
be located on the flight line. 

The next item is a 13,308-square-foot automotive maintenance shop. 
The requirement for this facility is 33,000 square feet. Existing is 
a usable facility of 9,003 square feet and two theater-of-operation- 
type structures, totaling 12,138 square feet, constructed during World 
War II. 

These latter buildings are considered to be beyond economical re- 
pair. Construction of this shop will partially alleviate the deficiency 
of shop space needed for efficient operation. 

The next item provides for a dormitory to house 200 airmen. The 
requirement of this base is for 1,960 spaces. Present standard aecom- 
modations existing consist of 1,344 spaces. Existing theater-of-op- 
eration-type structures built during World War IT now handle 712 
spaces. These substandard buildings will be demolished as they be- 
come vacant. 

The last item is a security fence for control of security on the flight 
line. 

Little Rock Air Force Base is located 5 miles north-northwest of 
Jacksonville, Ark. The planned use of this base is for a Strategic 
Air Command medium bomber mission. The item requested for Lit- 
tle Rock amounts to $100,000 and provides for additional water sup- 
ply from the city of Jacksonville. 

Loring Air Force Base is located 4 miles northwest of Limestone, 
Maine. This base will be used primarily by strategic heavy bombers, 
heavy air refueling aircraft, and an air defense fighter interceptor 
unit. 

The program requested for Loring amounts to $540,000, and includes 
three items: 

The first item is an airport surface detection radar facility which 
will enable positive control to be maintained over all traffic on the 
runway and taxiway complex during periods of low ground visibility 
and at night. Its basic function is control of aircraft during all- 
weather operations when the capability for rapid recovery under 
emergency conditions is of vital importance. 

The second item, entitled “Lighting runway, narrow gage and 
centerline,” is one of the essential components of an integrated ap- 
proach and landing system required for recovery of aircraft during 

eriods of extremely bad weather. 

The third item provides for a 1,335-square-foot addition and modi- 
fication of the existing control tower by raising the control cab eleva- 
tion approximately 30 feet. Existing maintenance docks restrict the 
tower operators’ view of the south area of the runway, where the 
Strategic Air Command and Air Defense Command alert complexes 
are located. 

March Air Force Base is located about 18 miles southeast. of River- 
side, Calif. The 15th Air Force Headquarters is located in March 
Air Force Base, and the principal flying missions are strategic heavy 
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bombers, heavy and medium refueling aircraft, and other Strategic 
Air Command and Air Force Reserve activities. The total program 
being requested is $7,468,000. Included in this program are the fol- 
lowing: 

The first item is for strengthening and widening the primary run- 
way to accommodate the operation of the heavy bomber aircraft now 
scheduled for March Air Force Base. 

The next item is for widening the paved overruns at each end of 
the:primary runway to provide 1,000-foot-long by 300-foot-wide paved 
overruns to support aircraft should they undershoot or overrun the 
runway during critical operations. 

The next item provides strengthening sections of the runway access 
rage which will be subjected to continuous heavy bomber aircraft 
traiiic, 

The next item provides for the shoulder stabilization of the above 
runway access taxiway to support the operation of the heavy bomber 
aircraft. 

The next item is a washrack facility. Frequent washing of the air- 
craft is necessary to eliminate corrosion and aid in dissipation of heat 
from engines. 

The next item provides an airport surface detection radar facility 
required for positive control of aircraft and vehicular traffic on the 
runway and taxiway complex during periods of low ground visibility 
and at night. This project also provides control of aircraft during 
all-weather operations where the capability for rapid recovery under 
emergency conditions is of vital importance to mission accomplish- 
ment. 

The next item, “Narrow gauge and centerline lighting,” is one of 
the essential components of an integrated approach and landing sys- 
tem required for recovery of aircraft during periods of extremely bad 
weather. 

The next item provides for two additional aircraft maintenance 
docks to accommodate large aircraft. Adequate maintenance of the 
aircraft at this base has established a requirement for a total of seven 
large-type maintenance docks. Four of these docks were included in 
a previous program. There will be a deficiency of one dock to be 
included in a future program. 

McCoy Air Force Base is located 8 miles southeast of Orlando, Fla. 
Its planned use is for a SAC heavy bomber and medium bomber 
mission, an Air Defense Command fighter mission, and a Military 
Transport Command airphoto charting service mission. The pro- 
gram requested for McCoy amounts to $786,000, and consists of two 
items to support the Air Defense Command fighter mission. 

The first item provides for an aircraft parking apron which is re- 
quired to park the eight fighter-interceptor aircraft in the Air De- 
fense Command area. 

The second item provides for a readiness crew facility to be located 
in the Air Defense Command complex. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base is situated approximately 10 miles 
southwest of Mountain Home, Idaho. The planned use of this base 
is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomber mission, including 
medium bomber and air refueler aircraft, a strategic missile mission, 
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and other Strategic Air Command activities. The program requested 
for Mountain Home totals $695,000, and consists of two items: 

The first item is for the installation of 1,500 feet of U.S. Standard 
approach lights—without strobeacon flashers—at the secondary end 
of the primary runway. These lights are essential to the safe and 
efficient operation of the high-performance military aircraft at this 
base since more than 35 percent of all aircraft landings use this run- 
way approach. 

The second item is for an 18,400-square-foot airbase group head- 
quarters to replace existing theater-of-operation type, tar-paper-cov- 
ered structures, and provide an adequate facility in which to perform 
the activities of the combat support group. 

The next location to be considered is Offutt Air Force Base. 

This installation is situated 1 mile southwest of Bellevue, Nebr. 
The planned use for this base is for headquarters of the Strategie Air 
Command, a Strategic Air Command tanker mission, and other Stra- 
tegic Air Command activities. The program requested for Offutt 
amounts to $3,458,000. The items are as follows: 

The first item is for the modification of the existing command head- 
quarters which provides for additional utilities and interior modifi- 
cation to accommodate components of the SAC command and control 
system. 

The next item is a dormitory to accommodate 200 airmen. The re- 
quirement for this facility is 3,408 spaces. Existing and under con- 
struction are 3,023 spaces, therefore this request will substantially alle- 
viate a deficiency in dormitory spaces at this base. 

The next item provides for an addition to the existing dining hall 
for airmen. The requirement for airmen dining hall space is for 
3,408 men. There are existing and under construction 1,800 spaces, 
therefore the request for a 400-man addition provides an increment 
toward satisfying the total requirement. 

The next item provides a 300-seat chapel to be located in the vicinity 
of the Capehart housing development. The existing chapel facility, 
containing 300 seats, is located adjacent to the airmen dormitories. 
The requested chapel will only partially relieve the present require- 
ment for 1,500 seats. 

The next item provides support utilities to the new chapel included 
in this program. Construction will provide water and sewer mains 
for the chapel. 

The next item is for the rehabilitation and modification of the ex- 
isting electrical distribution system and installation of new circuits. 
As the base grew, additional electrical facilities were tied into the 
original system. Facilities programed and under construction will 
exceed the capacity of the present system and jeopardize the entire 
electrical power complex, placing the base in constant danger of total 
power failure. 

The next item provides a 500,000-gallon underground water storage 
reservoir. There is 1 million gallons of water storage existing at 
Offutt Air Force Base, and this request will provide for the pro- 
gramed increase in base population, for fire protection, and new con- 
struction on the base. 

The last item is for a 960,000-gallon-per-day water supply. This 
request and the 960,000-gallon-per day water supply authorized in the 
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fiscal year 1960 military construction program will provide the addi- 
tional water required to support the mission at this base. Two of the 
four existing wells are becoming increasingly sterile and expected to 
become nonproductive in the near future. 

Authorization is requested, in section 304 of the bill, for construc- 
tion of 500 units of family housing with private capital under the 
provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base is located 1 mile southwest of Platts- 
burgh, N.Y. Its planned use is for SAC medium bomber and tanker 
missions. 

The one item requested for this base amounts to $80,000 and pro- 
vides for installation of 1,500 feet of U.S. Standard approach lights— 
without strobeacon flashers—at the secondary end of the primary run- 
way and is essential to the safe, regular, and eflicient operation of the 
mission at this base. More than 35 percent of all aircraft landings 
use this runway approach. 

Turner Air Force Base is located 4 miles east-northwest of Albany, 
Ga. Its intended use is for a SAC heavy bomber mission and for the 
Military Transport Command mapping and charting activities. The 
program requested for Turner amounts to $2,464,000. The items in- 
clude the following: 

The first item is a photographic laboratory facility of 16,900 square 
feet to support the Military Transport Command mapping and chart- 
ing activities. There is no actual existing facility which can be con- 
verted to satisfy the requirement of this special function. 

The next item provides for a 4,000-square-foot target intelligence 
facility for the training of SAC crewmembers so they can perform 
their assigned wartime duties. 

The next item is for dismantling and moving two large aircraft 
maintenance docks from Donaldson to Turner and reerecting and 
modifying them to provide aircraft maintenance facilities to accom- 
modate the heavy bomber and tanker aircraft. Adequate mainte- 
nance of the aircraft at this base has established a requirement for a 
total of seven large-type maintenance docks. Four of these docks 
were included in a previous program. There will be a deficiency of 
one dock to be included in a future program. 

The next item is a refueling vehicle shop. Nothing exists at this 
base for accomplishment of this function. Vehicles are maintained 
outdoors. 

The next item is for an automotive maintenance facility of 27,999 
square feet. The four existing mobilization-type structures consisting 
of approximately 17,133 square feet are beyond economical repair. 

The next item is for storage of 20,000 barrels of jet fuel. The 
requirement for storage is 81,507 barrels. Existing facilities and those 
under construction provide for 60,222 barrels. 

The last item provides for airmen dining hall space for 800 airmen 
to replace a substandard and uneconomically repairable facility. An- 
other remaining existing unusable facility will be replaced by an 800- 
man dining hall authorized in the fiscal year 1960 military construc- 
tion program. The substandard mobilization-type facilities will be 
disposed of since they are beyond economical repair. 

uthorization is requested in section 304 of the bill for construction 
of 430 units of family housing under the provisions of title VIII of 
the National Housing Act. 
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The next location is Vandenberg Air Force Base. It is situated 8 
miles north-northwest of Lompoc, Calif. The planned use of this base 
is ballistic missiles training, testing, and operations. The projects 
requested for Vandenberg in this program total $1,284,000. 

The first item is for a 6,250-square-foot parachute dinghy shop. 
The present lack of this facility necessitates a weekly airlift of between 
50 to 75 parachutes to Norton Air Force Base for inspections and 
repacking. 

The second item is for an addition to the present water treatment 
plant to provide an additional 3 million gallons of treated water per 
day. The existing water treatment plant has a capacity of 6 million 
gallons of water per day. 

However, subsequent additions to the mission, additional air-condi- 
tioning requirements, and reevaluation of irrigation needs based on a 
recently completed study by the U.S. Department of Agriculture have 
anes the requirement for treated water to 9 million gallons per 

ay. 

Walker Air Force Base is located approximately 6 miles south of 
Roswell, N. Mex. The planned use of this base is for a strategic heavy 
bomber and refueler mission, a strategic missile mission, an Air 
Defense Command aircraft control and warning, a Sage, and a fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

This program for this base amounts to $847,000. 

The first item provides for a 10,800-square-foot squadron operations 
building to support the heavy bomber mission and will replace exist- 
ing mobilization structure which have deteriorated to the point that 
repair or modification to make them usable would not be economically 
feasible. Under construction is an 8,950-square foot facility to par- 
tially support the heavy refueler squadron. 

The second item provides for a new control tower to replace the 
present one, which is a modified open-frame forest ranger observa- 
tion-type tower. The present tower cannot be rebuilt or further modi- 
field sufficiently to provide the height or space for the equipment 
required in a modern tower. 

The last item is for a 19,719-square-foot automotive maintenance 
shop and a 2,148-square-foot automotive administrative facility. The 
requirement is for 33,000 square feet shop space and for 5,000 square 
feet administration space. Maintenance work is performed in one 
permanent facility of 8,893 square feet and four wartime mobilization- 
type buildings. The four unusable buildings eannot be continued in 
use since they have deteriorated beyond economical repair and will 
be disposed of upon completion of this facility. The automotive main- 
tenance facility is required for an administration of the motor pool 
and to perform the vehicle operation training program at Walker. 
Existing 1,250 square feet temporary-type facility is inadequate in 
size and economically unrepairable and will be disposed of upon com- 
pletion of this facility. 

Westover Air Force Base is located 5 miles northeast of Chicopee 
Falls, Mass. Eighth Air Force Headquarters is located at Westover, 
and the principal flying missions are strategic heavy bombers, heavy 
and medium refueling aircraft, and an air defense fighter-interceptor 
unit. 
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The program for this base amounts to $177,000 and provides for re- 
placement of the existing control tower, a substandard facility of only 
255 square feet, located on top of a hangar. Visibility to the north end 
of the runway is very limited, making it difficult to control takeoffs 
and landings from that direction. The tower is considered unsafe in 
winds of 50-knot velocity or more. 

Authorization is requested for construction of 180 units of family 
housing under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing 
Act. 

Whiteman Air Force Base is located 2 miles south of Knobnoster, 
Mo. This base will accommodate medium bombers and heavy air re- 
fueling operations. The program requested for Whiteman Air Force 
Base totals $561,000, and contains two items: 

The first item provides for construction of paved overruns at each 
end of the primary runway. 

The second item is for installation of 1,500 feet of U.S. Standard ap- 
proach lights—without strobeacon flashers—at the secondary end 
of the primary runway and is essential to the safe, regular, and efficient 
operation of the mission at this base. More than 35 percent of all air- 
craft landings use this runway approach. All landings concerned are 
with high-performance military aircraft. 

The next location to be considered is Wurtsmith Air Force Base 
which is located about 3 miles north-northwest of Oscoda, Mich. The 
planned use of this base is for SAC heavy bomber and refueling mis- 
sions and an Air Defense Command fighter mission. The total pro- 
gram being requested for Wurtsmith amounts to $2,565,000, and in- 
cludes the following items: 

The first item is a covered corrosion control facility to be used for 
washing aircraft. Frequent washing eliminates corrosion, reduces 
drag, and aids in the dissipation of heat from engines. The washing 
facility must be a covered structure at this base due to the severe winter 
conditions in the region. 

The next item is for installation of 1,500 feet of U.S. Standard ap- 
proach lights—without strobeacon flashers—at the secondary end of 
the primary runway. The lights are essential to the safe, regular, and 
efficient operation of the mission at this base, since more than 35 per- 
cent of all aircraft landings are at the secondary end of the runway. 

The next item provides for the construction of a 30,000-square-foot 
operational mission training facility to provide space to house the 
heavy bomber and refueler simulators and mobile training units; one 
ECM trainer, one gunnery trainer, and one cockpit procedure trainer. 
The complex aircraft and equipment now in use requires facilities to 
train Air Force personnel on a continuing basis. 

The next item provides for two additional aircraft maintenance 
docks to accommodate large aircraft. Adequate maintenance of the 
aircraft at this base has established a requirement for a total of seven 
large-type maintenance docks. Four of these were included in a pre- 
vious program. There will be a deficiency of one dock to be included 
in a future program. 

The next item provides for an addition of 4,650 square feet to the 
existing armament and electronic building to provide additional 
storage and maintenance space required by the more complex elec- 
tronic equipment used in the heavy bombardment aircraft. 
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The next item is for a 3,292-square-foot cold storage facility for 
perishable subsistence required to support the programed personnel 
strength of the installation. This request, aaiines with the existing 
facility, will provide an adequate cold storage facility. 

The last item is an addition of 7,000 square feet to the existing 7,600- 
square-foot commissary store. This item is required to support the 
618 units of family housing now under construction. 

The CHarrMan. Now, we will reduce the one at Beale to $1,558,000. 

Mr. Héserr. Where? 

The Cuairman. Beale. And we will reduce the one at Blytheville 
Air Force Base to $1,812,000. 

We reduce the one at Bunker Hill to $1,596,000. 

We strike out “Operational facilities” at Castle Air Force Base, and 
we reduce those figures to $2,678,000. 

And Clinton Sherman Air Force Base, at Clinton, Okla. : We reduce 
that figure to $1,221,000. 

Mr. Conenan. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman, I wonder whether you can help me 
out and explain to me what the operational facilities are on that base. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher, 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. There are two deletions there: One in the 
amount of $40,000 for an area search radar for which there has beei 
at least a temporary change in requirements, and an item “Aircraft 
maintenance shop” in the amount of $82,000, and that is not being 
funded and therefore it is a low-priority item. 

It isa total of $122,000. 

Mr. Conetan. Thank you very much. 

The CuatrmMan. Then the next amendment is Davis-Monthan Air 
Force,in Tucson. We reduce that to $222,000. 

An then the next one is at Larson Air Force Base. We reduce that 
to $1,244,000. 

And we delete the Little Rock Air Force Base entirely. 

That is all the amendments. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, this is a very important part of the 
bill. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Durwam. One of the most important parts of the whole bill. 
I would like to know what these items affect. If the clerk can explain 
them to us, I would be willing to vote for them. 

The CHarrMan. Start back over the whole thing again. 

Mr. Ke.ieHer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What is the justification that we reduce the one at 
Beale? 

Mr. Ketiener. Beale Air Force Base is a reduction of an area 
search radar, $40,000. There has been at. least a temporary change in 
requirements there. 

Mr. DurHam. Why are they changing it ? 

They just do not need it ? 

Mr. Ketiener. At this time. 

General Curtin. May I clarify that, Mr. Chairman ? 

This is one of seven area search radars that are in the program. 
In reviewing this whole area search radar program with the commit- 
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tee counsel, we do agree that the timing of this request is marginal. 
We would certainly like to have it, but we are not in a position 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

General Curtin. To make a serious fight for it. 

Mr. Duruam. Well, you agree with all the items, then. 

General Curtin. No, we do not, sir. Not all of the items; no, sir. 
I am speaking only to the area search radars. 

The Cuarman. Don’t put them on that kind of a spot. 

Mr. Durnam, All right. 

Go to the next one. 

Mr. Keviener. Blytheville is the next one. 

The Cuarman,. All right. We reduced that from $1,877,000 to 
$1,812,000. 

We have not hurt this program at all. We are just getting out the 
proper things. 

Colonel Parxkum.. Mr. Chairman, on Blytheville, we would like to 
retain that project. This maintenance administration function is 
being carried in two winterized tents in a temporary building. 

Mr. Keiiener. It isnot being funded, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Nothing funded at all. And there is no need to 
pile it up on the books and then try to take it off next year. 

And the same thing—what about Bunker Hill? 

Mr. Ketiener. Bunker Hill. An auto maintenance shop, $67,000. 

And ground-powered equipment, storage, $51,000. <A total of 
$118,000. 

One is not being funded and the other is a change in requirements. 

The CHairman. Right. 

Mr. Keiitener. Temporary, at least. 

The Cuarrman. Then what about Castle ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Castle Air Force Base—— 

The Cuamman. Explain that. 

Mr. Ketitener. We covered that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

What about Clinton Sherman ? 

Clinton Sherman. A shop for $84,000 that is not being funded. 

Now, what about Davis-Monthan 

Mr. Morris. Pardon me. What was.that second item? A shop? 

General Curtin. Armament electronics shop. 

Mr. Ke.tiener. Armament electronics shop, $84,000. 

The CuarrMan. What about Davis? 

Mr. Kettener. Davis-Monthan is an aircraft maintenance shop, 
$126,000. And that is not being funded. 

Colonel Parkuityi. Mr. Chairman, we certainly would like to keep 
that project. 

The CuarrmMan. Oh, yes, I know that. 

Colonel Parkuityi. We believe we can fund it. 

The Cuarman. How about Larson ? 

Mr. Keiener. At Larson Air Force Base there is a security fence, 
$38,000. And that is not being funded. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Ketrener. Little Rock Air Force Base. 

The $100,000 would be for improvement to the Jacksonville water 
supply system in order that it would furnish a greater amount of water 
to the Little Rock Air Force Base. 
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That does not appear to be an urgent item, although it might be re- 
quired in future. 

General Curtin. We have come into agreement with the commu- 
nity, Mr. Chairman, and accept deletion of that item. It is not 
required. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much for agreeing to one item 
with us. 

General Curtin. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. I think we are on sound ground, on every item 
rere. 

Without objection, the committee approves, with these amendments, 
the 34 bases for the Strategic Air Command. 

Mr. Kiipay. And the record will show that the only one they agreed 
to is that water system. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, the record will show 

General Curtin. Area search radars. We do agree to those and we 
will not make an issue out of them. 

The Cuarrman. They are not being funded this year. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, how much does that cut down the 
Strategic Air Command ? 

The Cuarrman. How much does that reduce SAC ¢ 

Mr. Kewieuer. I can give you a rough estimate. 

Frank, add these: 40,000, 65,000, 181,000, 122,000, 84,000, 126,000, 
and 38,000, 100,000—that is it. 

Mr. Kixpay. 570. 

The CuHarrMan. Out of $62 million. And what we did on this is 
sound and is the proper thing to do. 

Mr. Durnam. None of those items are funded. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Ketiener. $756,000. 

Mr. DurHam. None of those items are funded ? 

General Curtin. On this matter of funding, I think we might 
bring this into proper focus. 

What Mr. Kelleher says was correct as of the time we reviewed 
these. However, I would like to point out that our funding program, 
even as of today, is not a finalized issue between ourselves and the 
Department of Defense. 

Mr. DurHam. Well, did you present these items to the Bureau of 
the Budget? Were they in your original request. 

General Curtin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. And they were not funded by the Budget Bureau: is 
that correct ? 

General Curtin. The funding program itself has not been reviewed 
by the Bureau of the Budget as of the present time, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. Somebody is behind, or in front here. Which? 

General Curtin. No, sir. We have to get the item authorization 
which in the normal cycle precedes the funding. 

The CHatrman. You know, we are not going to do anything to 
hurt these installations. We know what the importance of it is. 
What we have done here is sound. 

Without objection 








Mr. Hésert. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman, of the Secre- 
tary ? 
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The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Héserr. Mr. Secretary, are you planning an expansion of SAC 
bases all over the country ? 

Mr. Ferry. What was that? 

Mr. Héserr. Are you anticipating an expansion—that is, the con- 
struction of new SAC bases at all ? 

Mr. Ferry. No new SAC bases as such, sir. There will be, of course, 
the missile sites for SAC which are satellited around existing Air 
Force bases. 

Mr. Hésert. Are you closing any SAC bases? 

Mr. Ferry. There is a possibility of one in question, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now—— 

Mr. Hépert. Which one? 

( Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Héserr. The reason I asked the question is: Because such em- 
phasis is being placed on the necessity of SAC during this interim, 
in the development of the missile program. 

Why are you closing SAC bases, if they are so important ? 

Mr. Ferry. The B-47’s are becoming obsolete and are rapidly 
falling out of our program. As the missiles come in, the B-47’s are 
going out. 

Mr. Héperr. Well, these bases are B-47 bases ? 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir, in both cases. 

Mr. Rivers. Could you use missiles at the Chennault ? 

Mr. Ferry. At neither place. Neither place is suitable for a missile 
installation. 

Mr. Bennett. How about other bomber activities ? 

Mr. Ferry. What? 

Mr. Bennett. What about other bomber activities ? 

Mr. Ferry. The reduction in manned aircraft, sir, has left us with 
more bases than we have an actual necessity for maintaining. And 
we are now in the process of reducing bases insofar as possible and 
where it is a practical thing to do. 

Mr. Hésertr. Well, why 

Mr. Ferry. By closing up bases you are reducing operating cost, 
sir. 

Mr. Hésert. Why aren’t these bases suitable for missile operation ? 

Mr. Ferry. Both are in an area which does not have good coverage 
of enemy targets, being quite to the south, and secondly, they are in 
an area of geological formation which would not support, economically 
and within reason, an-underground protected installation for missiles. 
The water table is very high. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection we will dispose of the 
Strategic Air Command in accordance with the amendments and the 
deletions. 

Now what about Seymour Johnson amendment there, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Kewiener. It is actually not an amendment, Mr, Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Read this letter now. 

Mr. Keiiener. Right. 

The Cuarrman. Let there be order in the committee. 

Mr. Keviener. It is dated February 18, 1960, and addressed to you 


by General Kingsley of the Air Force. 
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DeaR Mr. CHAIRMAN: Your committee’s clearance is ‘requested for this De- 
partment to utilize construction authorization contained in Public Laws 85- 
241 and 85-685 for runway and supporting taxiway strengthening at Seymour 
Johnson Air Force Base, N.C. 

The project justification submitted to your committee in support of the 
fiscal year 1958 military construction program set forth details of a complete 
runway facility to accommodate the heavy bomber mission at Seymour Johnson 
Air Force Base. It was stated in this justification that strengthening of exist- 
ing pavement would be requested at such time that the need could be determined. 
After 2 months of operation of tanker aircraft, supporting the heavy bomber 
mission, the runway access taxiways have begun to fail. 

The extent of pavement strengthening required to provide a usable runway 
facility has been determined and it is proposed that funds in the amount of 
$1,859,000 be utilized for this work under the base authorizations for Seymour 
Johnson Air Force Base made available by Public Laws 85-241 and 85-685. 

The Assistant Secretary of Defense (Properties and Installations) has ad- 
vised that the Bureau of the Budget has no objection to the presentation of this 
project to the appropriate committees of the Congress. 


That is a reprograming, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. Without objection, the reprogram- 
ing at Seymour Johnson is agreed to. 

Mr. Ferry. Thank you, Mr. Vinson. 

The Cuarman. And so advise the Department. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now take the next one, Tactical Air Command. 
Now tell the committee first what is the Tactical Air Command ? 

Mr. Ferry. The Tactical Air Command, sir, is the force to par- 
ticipate in tactical missions, including bombardment, day fighters, 
fighter bombers, tactical missiles, troop carriers, reconnaissance, and 
support units. Also, to maintain liaison with the Army, in Army tac- 
tical exercises. 

The mission of the Tactical Air Command is to organize, equip, 
train, and administer the forces assigned or attached, to participate in 
tactical air operations, including light and tactical bombardment, day 
fighter, tactical fighter, tactical missiles, troop carrier, reconnaissance, 
and support units; maintenance of liaison with Continental Army 
Command and determination of the amount of Tactical Air Command 
resources to allocate for the training of Air Force and Army personnel 
and units in air-ground operations; and maintenance of a capability 
and development of plans for the deployment of mobile atomic strike 
forces for use in tactical air operations in any area of the world in- 
dependent of or in concert with other land, air, naval, and/or am- 
phibious forces. This program contains a request for $7,772,000 for 
Tactical Air Comand and provides facilities at seven locations. 

Included within the Tactical Air Command total program are fa- 
cilities for operational and base support items totaling $5,529,000, Air 
Defense Command missions at two bases, totaling $913,000, and a 
Strategic Air Command mission at one base costing $1,330,000. 

The Cuamman. And these places in the book are where the planes 
are kept at the bases? 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And this is for cargo—and there is no new one 
established ? 

General Curtin. Nonew one, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmrman. They have been in existence for years, 

General Curtin. The first base to be considered is England Air 
Force Base which is located 5 miles west of Alexandria, La. This mis- 
sion of this base is a tactical fighter wing, air refueling squadron, and 
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fighter-interceptor squadron. The program requested amounts to $1,- 
176,000 and consists of the following items: 

The first item is for an 850-foot paved overrun at the northwest end 
of the primary runway. Considerable damage to aircraft has been 
experienced that could have been avoided had the overruns been paved. 
With the assignment of high performance fighter aircraft, this project 
becomes even more critical. 

The second item will provide a standard 3,000 foot approach light- 
ing system. This project is required to provide an adequate all- 
weather approach lighting system. 

The third item will provide two ready aircraft shelters to support 
the Century series aircraft assigned to this base. This project will 
protect the sensitive electronic equipment from moisture, heat, and 
dust, thereby decreasing the chances of malfunction. 

The fourth item for a weapons calibration shelter is required to 
calibrate radar and missile guidance systems whenever components 
of the system are changed oa when periodic inspections and unsched- 
uled maintenance is required. The average rainfall of 52.7 inches 
with average wind gusts of 20 to 25 miles per hour warrants a closed 
shelter. 

The fifth item provides a 12,650-square-foot armament and elec- 
tronics shop to maintain and repair the sensitive equipment and ac- 
cessories on the Century series aircraft. The extreme sensitivity of 
this equipment requires a dustproof and moistureproof building. 
This building will replace a 14,285-square-foot unusable building. 

The last item will provide a 4,315-square-foot cold storage build- 
ing. This project will replace a 3,600-square-foot unusable theater- 
of-operations-type structure beyond economical repair. 

The next base to be considered is George Air Force Base which is 
located 1 mile east of Adelanto, Calif. The mission of this base is 
for two tactical fighter wings and a fighter-interceptor squadron. 
The program requested amounts to $359,000 and consists of the two 
items: 

The first item requested is for a 1,920-square-foot aircraft weapons 
calibration shelter. The weapons calibration shelter is required for 
performing scheduled and unscheduled inspection of the bore sighting 
and harmonization of fire control systems. A closed shelter is re- 
quired to protect the sensitive equipment from the elements and dust 
during these inspections. 

The second item is for a 12,650-square-foot armament and elec- 
tronics shop. The armament and electronic shop is required for per- 
forming organizational and field maintenance repair of the sensitive 
electronic equipment on the Century series aircraft assigned to this 
base. This project will replace a 7,760-square-foot unusable build- 
ing. 

The next base to be considered is Luke Air Force Base which is 
located 1 mile north of Litchfield Park, Ariz. The mission of this 
base is for an advanced fighter flying school, a combat crew training 
fighter wing and for the Phoenix Air Defense Sector (SAGE). The 
program requested amounts to $2,090,000 and consists of the follow- 
ing: 

The first item will provide a 12,000-square-yard arming and dis- 
arming pad as an addition to the existing 3,886-square-yard pad. 
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This pad is necessary to provide a safe functional location without 
jeopardizing the cantonment area during ammunition handling. 

The next item will provide a 4,587-square-foot base communica- 
tions building. This building will provide adequate capacity to house 
the expanding communications activities. The construction of the 
SAGE center and increase in the flying mission requires an addi- 
tional 400-500 administrative circuits. This project will replace the 
1,864-square-foot unusable building. 

The next item will provide six small maintenance docks to provide 
sheltered maintenance space for assigned aircraft. During summer 
months with 105° to 115° temperatures, it is impossible to perform 
maintenance on aircraft in the open due to extremely hot metal sur- 
faces of aircraft. 

The last item will provide a 14,000-square-foot officers’ open mess to 
provide an adequate recreational and dining facility for the officers 
and their dependents. This building will replace a 7,625-square-foot 
old World War II field ration mess building. 

The next base to be considered is Myrtle Beach Air Force Base 
which is located 1 mile southwest of Myrtle Beach, S.C. The mission 
of this base is a tactical fighter wing. The program requested 
amounts to $222,000 and consists of two items: 

The first item will provide a 5,000-square-yard warmup holding 
pad as an addition to the present 2,670-square-foot pad. This addi- 
tion is necessary to safely accommodate the Century series aircraft 
and simultaneously allow passage of other aircraft on the taxiway. 

The second item will provide for the installation of a standard ap- 
proach lighting system which is an essential operational requirement 
for modern high speed aircraft. Approximately 500 feet of the exist- 
ing 1,500-foot system can be modernized and incorporated in the 
standard system of 3,000 feet requested in this program. 

The next installation to be considered is Nellis Air Force Base 
which is located 8 miles northeast of Las Vegas, Nev. The mission 
of this base is for a combat crew training wing, fighter weapons 
school, and air demonstration flight. The program requested amounts 
to $1,356,000 and consists of the following: 

The first item is for 2 133-man dormitories to provide 266 airmen 
spaces. There is a requirement for 1,768 spaces with 1,286 spaces 
existing of which 1,230 are usable sot Hove tiny This project will re- 
place old World War II barracks located within the high noise range 
of jet aircraft on ramps and runways. 

The next item provides a 14,704-square-foot airmen dining hall 
for 1,000 men. There is a requirement. for 1,768 men and a usable 
substandard building of 12,668 square-feet (700 men) is existing. 

The last item provides for a 12,700-square-foot service club to per- 
mit a satisfactory recreation program for airmen and their families. 
This project will replace an existing unusable building. 

The next installation to be considered is Pope Air Force Base which 
is located near Spring Lake, N.C. The mission of this base is for a 
troop carrier assault wing. The program requested amounts to $423,- 
000 and consists of the following: 

The first item is for a 14,480-square-foot aircraft maintenance shop 
which will replace a 6,234-square-foot unusable building and will 
provide required space for maintenance of assigned aircraft. 
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The second item is for a 3,386-square-foot aircraft periodic mainte- 
nanceshop which will provide space needed for maintenance of air- 
craft now being performed in tents, 

The last item is for a communications and electronic shop neces- 
sary to provide a dust and moisture proof building in which to con- 
duct maintenance and repair of sensitive equipment on assigned air- 
craft. 

The next installation is Seymour Johnson Air Force Base located 
2 miles northwest of Goldsboro, N.C. The mission of this base is a 
tactical fighter wing, heavy bombardment squadron, heavy air re- 
fueler squadron, and a fighter-interceptor squadron. The program 
requested amounts to $2,146,000 and consists of the following: 

The first item provides for a 2,840-square-foot weapon training 
building required for the various weapons associated with F-105 air- 
craft. No existing facility is available for this function. 

The next item provides two large maintenance docks. Adequate 
maintenance of the aircraft at this base has established a requirement 
for a total of seven large-type maintenance docks. Two of these 
docks were included in a previous program and there are two existing 
docks which are adequate for this purpose. There will be a deficiency 
of one dock to be included in a future program. 

The next item provides a 14,154-square-foot addition to the present 
auto maintenance shop. The lack of sufficient area to house the mod- 
ern shop equipment is critical. Crowded conditions in the present 
building require all heavy maintenance on large equipment to be per- 
formed outside. 

The next item provides a 4,650-square-foot addition to the present 
12,400-square-foot armament and electronics shop. This addition is 
required for maintenance on new, modern, and complex electronic sys- 
tems in heavy aircraft. 

The next item provides a 5,000-square-foot ground powered equip- 
ment shop to house powered and nonpowered ground support equip- 
ment. 

The next item provides a 6,000-square-foot flyaway kit warehouse. 
Flyaway kits are composed of necessary spaces and special equipment 
to maintain aircraft for periods of 30 days away from home base. 

The next item provides for a 29,611-square-yard open auto stora 
space. Existing 11,889-square-yard open storage space is not suffi- 
client to effectively support the assigned mission. 

The last item provides for a 10,000-square-foot wing headquarters 
building to support the Strategic Air Command mission. There are 
no existing facilities available for this type function. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection—let’s see. There is one amend- 
ment. Seymour Johnson is being reduced from $2,146,000 to $1,911,- 
000. Now what are we doing there, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is the deletion of open auto storage. No. 1. 

The Cuarrman. Auditorium ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir. Auto storage. 

The Cuatrman. Oh. 

Mr. Ketiener. Open storage for them—pads. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Keiener. No. 1, it is not being funded, and there are some 
rather minimum facilities there now. 
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The CuarmaNn. Without objection, it is amended to $1,911,000. 

Without objection—now let’s see now—wait. Yes. . 

Without objection, we approve these seven Tactical Air Commands, 
with the amendment. 

The Cuairman. Now, the next is on page 36 of the bill: 

_ Aircraft control and warning system. Various locations: Opera- 
tional facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, medical fa- 
cilities, family housing, troop housing, community facilities, utilities, 
and real estate, $38,790,000. 

Now, tell the committee what is the aircraft control and warning 
system ? 

Mr. Ferry. The name is fairly descriptive of its functions. 

_ The aircraft control and warning system consists of scattered sta- 
tions throughout the United States, Canada, Puerto Rico, and Alaska, 
which is manned 24 hours a day and whose function it is to give ad- 
vance warning of any unidentified aircraft which may possibly be 
enemy aircraft approaching the United States. 

This program provides facilities for the improvement of the air- 
craft control and warning system in the United States. 

Facilities requested will house and support new and improved elec- 
tronic equipment and increase the capability and effectiveness of the 
system. A large portion of the A.C. & W. construction program is 
directed toward providing facilities for major improvements to the 
SAGE system. Completion of super combat centers initiated in prior 
years is included a swell as operations building additions and com- 
munications buildings at radar sites to enable the sites to support 
the SAGE system. Additional gap filler radar stations and neces- 
sary real estate are also required. 

Facilities are also requested to improve the living conditions of the 
personnel (and their families) who man the isolated A.C. & W. sites 
and the SAGE centers, together with facilities needed to improve sup- 
port operations. These facilities consist of family housing, trailer 
courts, troop housing, recreational, religious and medical facilities and 
required service utilities. General base support type projects, includ- 
ing storage and maintenance shops will also be provided. 

The total A.C. & W. program amounts to $38,790,000 which includes 
$29,700,000 required for SAGE super combat centers, and the balance 
of $9,090,000 is required for additions to operations buildings, com- 
munications buildings, additional gap filler radar stations, housing, 
recreational, religious and medical facilities, shops and storage facili- 
ties, service utilities and necessary real estate. 

The total program cost of $38,790,000 is subdivided as follows: 

1. SAGE supercombat centers, four classified locations, $29,700,000 : 
Project will provide for completion of construction of four hardened 
SAGE supercombat centers required to house the solid State 
computers. 

2. Operations building additions, $1,441,000: Provides additions to 
operations buildings to house electronic equipment needed to process 
radar data and permit its transmission to SAGE centers at 11 AC&W 
sites. 

38. SAGE ground air transmitter receiver buildings (GATR), 
$2,582,000: Will provide the necessary radio transmitting and receiv- 
ing facilities at 12 AC&W sites, that are used by SAGE centers to 
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communicate with and direct air defense weapons. Real estate is 
included. 

4. Gap fillers, $2,125,000: Provides 17 new unmanned automatic 
radar stations to provide radar coverage at low altitudes. Facilities 
at each of the sites includes a communications building, fuel storage, 
roads security fence, utilities, and necessary real estate. 

5. Water supplies and sewage facilities, $1,017,000: Construction of 
water supply and storage facilities at six AC&W sites is necessary 
to provide the water required for fire protection, personnel use, and 
air conditioning of electronic equipment. Sewage-treatment facilities 
at a SAGE center will eliminate dumping of raw waste into the 
Missouri River. 

Water projects: Heated water storage at two DEW stations in 
Alaska—Bullen Point and Cape Sabine—are required since all avail- 
able water sources in this area are frozen solid during the long 
winter months of each year. This storage will assure an adequate 
water supply during the winter months. At Aiken AFS, S.C., a 
complete fire protection system, including water storage and hydrants, 
is requested. 

At Burns AFS, Oreg., existing water supply is not adequate for 
personnel and electronic equipment, air-conditioning requirements. 
An additional well is requested. At Mount Hebo AFS, Oreg., a new 
water supply source is requested since the existing source is subject 
to prior water rights and other users of the supply have claimed all 
water from the present source. 

At North Bend AFS, Oreg., an increase in the capacity of the 
present water supply system is required to furnish water for all pur- 
poses, including family housing, personnel, and air conditioning of 
electronic equipment. . 

Sewage project—Sioux City MAP (SAGE), Iowa. Sewage treat- 
ment facilities at this SAGE center are needed to conform with 
similar action planned by the adjacent municipality of Sioux City, 
Iowa. 

6. Trailer courts, $210,000: A trailer court of 10-trailer capacity is 
required at each of the following listed A.C. & W. sites to alleviate 
critical housing conditions: Baudette AFS, Minn.; Cross City AFS, 
Fla.; Crystal Springs AFS, Miss.; Eufaula AFS, Ala.; Fort Fisher 
AFS, N.C.; Joelton AFS, Tenn.; and Thomasville AFS, Ga. 

Assigned Air Force personnel at these sites have purchased trailers 
and trailer parking space is practically nonexistent or at best, very 
expensive in these localities. 

7. Troop housing, $208,000: The requirement for airmen dormitory 
space at Baker AF'S (Beaver Mountain), Oreg., and Mica Peak AFS, 
Wash., is extremely critical, since there are no facilities available that 
can be utilized for this purpose. 

The program includes a 45-man dormitory at each of these extremely 
isolated mountaintop operation complexes which are located in areas 
of severe climatic conditions. The construction of this housing will 
allow assigned personnel to function effectively by remaining at the 
operations complex for 3 days at a time in heu of changing shifts 
every 8 hours. It will also eliminate the need and expense involved 
for constant travel of personnel over treacherous and hazardous 
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mountain roads to the main sites some 30 to 40 miles distant at Baker, 
Oreg., and Geiger, Wash. 

8. Recreational facility, $122,000: A multipurpose recreational fa- 
cility of 4,200 square feet is required at Makah AFS, Wash., that 
will permit assigned personnel to engage in indoor sports at this 
extremely isolated A.C. & W. location. This site is in an area of exces- 
sive rainfall, precluding the participation by personnel in essential 
outdoor sports during long periods of every year. 

9. Chapel annexes, $147,000: The construction of an annex to the 
chapels at the Adair AFS, Oreg., and Truax Field, Wis., SAGE 
centers is requested. No adequate facilities exist at these locations 
for accommodating meetings of religious groups, youth and com- 
munity family gatherings, and other activities of assigned personnel 
and their families. 

10. Fire stations, $150,000: Facilities requested will provide a fire 
station at two sites, namely, Highlands AFS (NORAD Control 
Center, N.J., and Topsham AFS (SAGE), Maine, where adequate 
firefighting facilities are nonexistent. 

11. Dispensaries, $149,000: An addition to the dispensary at Custer 
AFS (SAGE), Mich., is required to furnish much needed inpatient 
bed capacity which is now not available for the 900 personnel at this 
base. At Highland AFS (NORAD Control Center), N.J., an out- 
patient dispensary is requested to serve the increased number of per- 
sonnel to be assigned. Highlands is being expanded for a small 
A.C. & W. site toa large NORAD Control Center of about 600 persons. 

12. Automotive maintenance and storage, $257,000: Facilities re- 
ayy are the minimum required for maintenance of assigned Air 

orce vehicles at four locations, namely, Cape Charles AFS, Va., 
Dickinson AFS, N. Dak., Highlands AFS, N.J., and Lewistown AFS, 
Mont. Adequate facilities for automotive maintenance do not exist 
at these locations. Heated storage of emergency type vehicles is re- 
quired at both Baudette AFS, Minn., and Mica Peak AFS, Wash., 
which are located in severe winter weather areas. These facilities 
will insure the availability of emergency-type vehicles such as the 
snowplows, ambulance, and firefighting equipment. 

13. Civil engineer shops and storage facilities, warehousing and 
cold storage facilities, and fuel storage facilities, $348,000: The pro- 
gram includes the following facilities at the sites listed: 


Adair AFS (SAGE), Oreg.: 








IE pavements and grounds facilities____._.__.___.____-__-_--_-___--.- $63, 000 
SS a ee ee Tee EC eMeEe wv ee Beene tes 65, 000 
Base shed storage___--_~_ AE OE YA ee a See 10, 000 
Tonopah AFS, Nev.: IE maintenance shop_______--_----_---_-------_ 37, 000 
Fost Wiser AVG, WX: werenouse ee ee 40, 000 
Highlands AFS (NCC), N.J.: cold storage___._.-----_-------_------ 78, 000 

Demarcation Bay (DEW), Alaska: 
EE EEE STS Oe See Sa ee Te 16, 000 
Tee ca was ene ape evenneieniey gp snaatenes de 39, 000 
a ce bh ia baie edi siele se Nada SRL 348, 000 


The facilities listed above are needed for performance of varied 
civil engineering maintenance functions, as well as for storage of base 
supplies. 

14. Approach lights, $245,000 : Provision of a modernized approach 
lighting system at Stewart AFB (SAGE), N.Y., is needed to increase 
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flying safety at this large installation. The —e approach light- 
ing system does not conform to any of the accepted Air Force or civil 
approach lighting systems. 

15. Composite facility, $25,000: At Hastings AFS, Nebr., it is 
necessary to rehabilitate a large permanent building to make it suit- 
able to house various support functions of this A.C. & W. site. The 
structure will include provision for airmen dormitory space, officers 
quarters, messing facilities, squadron headquarters, warehousing and 
dispensary. The cost of rehabilitating this facility is considerably less 
than the cost of new construction for the many functions to be housed. 

16. Family housing, $64,000: The rehabilitation of 37 units of exist- 
ing family housing at Hastings AFS, Nebr. is required for married 
Air Force personnel to be located here. The work involved provides 
31 single and 3 duplex units and will include exterior and interior 
painting, repair of kitchens, provision of new furnaces, roofs, light 
fixtures, and toilets. The cost of this rehabilitation work is consider- 
ably less than the cost of constructing new family housing units. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the book shows the various locations, does 
it not ? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, tell the committee further what are the 
names of some of these lines? You refer to them as lines. 

Mr. Ferry. Well, we might start, perhaps, with Adair, which is a 
SAGE installation at California. 

The CuatrmMan. No, I mean 

Mr. Ferry. Oh, I am sorry, sir. 

Well, we have the DEW line. 

The Cuatrman. That is right, the DEW line. 

Mr. Ferry. We have the mid-Canada line. 

We have the Pinetree line. 

We have the Northern Border line, which is just inside the northern 
borders of the United States. It is integrated into the SAGE system. 

All these warnings come through the SAGE system. 

The Cuatrman. Of course—— 

Mr. Ferry. And then we have, throughout the United States, warn- 
ing stations so that in the event an enemy plane should penetrate 
these warning lines, they would be able to track him and dispatch 
fighters to pick him up. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, the committee can understand this. 

Up in Alaska and Canada—the northern part of the hemisphere— 
we have across the hemisphere a series of installations where warning 
signals have been established. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And they are on 24-hour, around-the-clock 
operation. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. And then they start up at Point Barrow—they 
start up there? 

Mr. Ketiener. They go across there. 

General Curtin. They gothrough Point Barrow. 

The CuarrmMan. Point Barrow. 

Mr. Ferry. Point Barrow. 
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The CuHarrman. And run across. And then they run out in the 
open and have picket ships. 

Mr. Ferry. And actually run across to Greenland and Iceland. 

The Cuatrman. Exactly. And these are where we established all 
these bases, and they are in the books. 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, we have reduced this 

General Curtin. Mr. Chairman, may I point, in extension of your 
statement, sir, this portion is only for the stations that are within the 
United States. 

The Cuarrman, That is right. 

General Curtin. There is a subsequent portion that takes care of the 
overseas, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

But it does take care of picket ships. 

General Curtin. Not—— 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. 

General Curtin. Not picket ships, themselves, no, sir. But this net 
ties in with the picket ship coverage as well and joins up with the 
NATO coverage in Europe, as you pointed out. 

ine Cyaan. All of this ties in somewhere with SAGE, does it 
not ¢ 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir. It is all fed into the SAGE control 
system. 

The Cuamman,. That is right. 

Then, as I visualize it, we have a line at the very top of the hemi- 
ona and then some distance further south we have another line, and 
then another line, and another line, and then you have SAGE. 

Mr. Ferry. [ Nods] 

The Cuarrman. And then all over the United States you have these 
stations. 

Mr. Ferry. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And each one of them tries to get the information 
off their radar screen as the enemy planes are coming in? 

Mr. Ferry. And the coverage of these stations is established so that 
the range of each station overlaps the range of the adjacent station. 

The fecdlanese. Now, have we one litle gap in this system? What- 
ever became of the one off up in Michigan where we had so much con- 
troversy about it? Did we ever build anything: 

Mr. Ferry. That was Kalaska. 

The CuatrmMan. Kalaska. 

Mr. Ferry. Well, that was supposed to have been a fighter station, 
Mr. Vinson. 

The Cuarrman. Have we covered that area? 

Mr. Ferry. That area is adequately covered —— 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Ferry. By the longer range modern radarscopes. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, we reduced this to $31,879,000. 
Tell the committee now what items we have deleted. 

Mr. Ketxiener. Yes, sir. 

In Beaudett, Minn., heated auto storage, that is not an urgent re- 
quirement. 
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At Lake Charles, La., an operations building, for $120,000. This is 
also a low priority item. 

Gap fillers at a single site, $125,000, for the same reason. 

At Cape Charles, Va.,—the other was Lake Charles—auto mainte- 
nance shop, which is not being funded. 

The biggest single—that was $51,000. 

The biggest single item, Mr. Chairman, is one of the super combat 
centers for SAGE, in the amount of $6,600,000. 

Now, that is the last of the four super combat SAGE centers and it 
will have to be built. But deleting it at this time will cause a delay of 
only a few months because preliminary work can be done and subse- 
om authority permit them to go ahead with the orderly construction 
of it. 

The Cuarrman. What do you say about that? 

General Curran. May I make a general comment, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Department is not prepared to question the auto shop at Beau- 
dett or the one site gap filler. 

The other items, however, we feel are very essential to this operation. 

I mentioned the flexibility of the funding and that the funding 
program is not firmed up at this time. 

With regard to the deferral of the SAGE, it is true that this is the 
last one, or last super combat center. The construction of four of 
these are in this program. This timing will be extremely marginal. 
I would like to point that out. We will do our best, however, to make 
the program fit together with the equipment procurement. 

The Cuarrman. Then, if the committee follows the conclusions that 
Mr. Kelleher and myself have reached with reference to this item, 
why, you are not going to be delayed or hurt in any appreciable extent ? 

General Curtin. We hope it turns out this way, sir. 

The Caarman. All right. 

Thank you very much. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to, and it is $31,879,000. 

Mr. Krrentn. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Now, I want to impress this thing: I am doing this 
purposely, to show you how thoroughly Mr. Kelleher—and of course 
I am going to include myself—has studied this bill. We know what 
we are doing here. And we are not doing anything to hurt any phase 
of the Air Force program at all. We are just doing the proper thing, 
and the way to handle public moneys. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question ? 

The Cuarrman. And if it turns out right, we will take the credit, 
and if it turns out wrong, we will blame the committee. 

[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. Rivers. That is fair. 

The Cuamman. Without objection. 

Now we have everything fixed. 

Let’s go on now. 

Mr. Kinpay. [ Aside. ] 

The Cuatrman. The next is special facilities 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, let me ask just one question. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. What are you operating on at the present time, how 
many minutes warning, with this system ? 
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Mr. Ferry. A plane crossing the DEW line and picking up a warn- 
ing from a DEW line station would give us something over 3-hours’ 
warning, before it hit the northern borders of the United States. _ 

Now, if we picked it up closer down, let us say at the Pinetree line, 
we would only have an hour and a quarter. 

Mr. Durnam. You are talking now entirely of a manned aircraft, 
and not missiles ? 

Mr. Ferry. Entirely, sir. These stations do nothing to pick up 
missiles. 

The BMEWS project is the one that picks up the missiles. 

Mr. Duruam. That hasn’t been built yet? 

Mr. Ferry. We are in the building of it at Alaska, at Thule, and 
we hope to shortly get underway with a station in Great Britain. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Durnam. It comes directly under the supervision of the Air 
Force, is that it? 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Durham was still questioning. 

Mr. DurHam. Does that come directly under the supervision of the 
Air Force, the warning system for the missiles? 

Mr. Ferry. The one in Great Britain will be under the supervision 
of the British. 

The two in Alaska and in Thule will be under the direct supervision 
of Air Force defense. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next—— 

Mr. Conetan. My question, that I was going to ask, had to do with 
Britain. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next is on page 399 of your book: 

Special facilities. 

Now, tell the committee what that is. 

General Curtin. Mr. Chairman, this is for an organization known 
as the Air Force Technical Applications Center. 

Discussion off the record.) 
neral Curtin. The next section covers special facilities totaling 
$684,000 at various locations inside the United States for the Air 
Force Technical Applications Center (AFTAC). 

The requirement for these facilities is dictated by the progress and 
improvement of technical developments pertinent to the accomplish- 
ment of the mission. The projects requested consist primarily of 
underground vaults and additions to existing operations buildings 
that are required to house newly developed equipment which will ap- 
preciably improve the AFTAC mission capability. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes, without objection, that is agreed to. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Now, members—Get book No. 3, Mr. Kelleher. Give them all book 
No.3. All have book No. 3. 

Now, outside the United States: 

Military Air Transport Service. 

It is on page 2 of book 3. 

Various locations: Utilities, $140,000. 

Give the committee some information in regard to that. 

Colonel Parkuiy. Mr. Chairman, this is a project at Lajes, in the 
Azores, under the supervision of MATS. 
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The mission of the Military Air Transport Service is to pate 
aircraft required in support of approved joint war plans; scheduled 
airlifts for the Department of Defense between and within oversea 
areas; worldwide air transport, air weather; airways and air com- 
munications; air and rescue service systems, and organization and 
training of Air Resupply and Communications Service and all ele- 
ments thereof. 

This program contains a request for $140,000 for the Military Air 
Transport Service and provides facilities at one oversea location to 
satisfy the basic mission requirements. 


LAJES FIELD 


Lajes is located in the Azores. 

One hundred and forty thousand dollars is requested to provide 
an additional primary distribution circuit of the loop type, to insure 
reliability of the primary power supply to critical operational sup- 
port facilities needed for the fulfillment of the SAC and TAC re- 
fueling missions, and to increase the safety of air flight operations 
through Lajes. 

The completion of this project will meet the total electrical dis- 
tribution requirements for the base. 

The Cuatrman. Under the supervision of MATS. 

Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Now, the Pacific Air Forces, page 6. 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, family 
housing, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, $31,401,000. 

Now, tell the committee what Pacific air forces is. 

Mr. Ferry. This is PACAF. 

The Cuatrman. What? 

Mr. Ferry. PACAF, Pacific Air Force, under command of a four- 
star general, General O’Donnell. 

It has bases scattered in Japan, Okinawa, the Philippines, Guam, 
and Korea. 

The Cuatrman. And the book shows wherever one is located. The 
book shows all the history and the background with reference to it ? 
anion Curtiy. Thirteen locations, Mr. Chairman, involved in this 

ill. 

The mission of the Pacific air forces is to conduct tactical air opera- 
tions, the air defense of Hawaii, Japan, Ryukyus, Mariannas, Korea, 
Wake Island, Formosa (Taiwan), and the U.S. installations in the 
Philippines; provide air transportation for combat troops, and sup- 
plies in the Pacific and Far East areas. 

The following is for the Pacific and Far East areas and amounts 
to $31,401,000. 

CLARK AIR BASE 


The first Pacific air forces installation to be considered is Clark Air 
Base which is located 3 miles northwest of Angeles, Philippines. 

The mission of this base is air defense of the islands, tactical fighter 
squadron support, and Strategic Air Command support. 

The program requested amounts to $7,536,000 and consists of the 
following: 
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The first item is a 1,420-square-foot addition to the communication 
transmitter building. These facilities are a part of joint Army, Navy, 
and Air Force unified service point-to-point offbase communications 
network. ‘This addition is required to provide space for installation 
of powerful high-frequency radio communications transmitter. 

The next two items provide a 12,080-square-foot ready aircraft 
shelter and a 1,920-square-foot weapons calibration shelter. These 
facilities are required for the century series aircraft. The ready 
shelter will protect the aircraft weapons and personnel from the 
tropical weather prevalent at this installation. High humidity at this 
location has a damaging effect on sensitive electronics systems, ren- 
dering them unreliable or inoperative. The weapons calibration 
shelter will provide shelter for verforming scheduled and unscheduled 
checking of bore sighting and forward firing fire control systems. 

The next item provides 400 family housing units. The requirement 
s 2,316 units for officers, airmen, and key civilians. There is a total 
net deficiency of 1,669 housing units. Adequate offbase housing does 
not exist to fulfill this requirement. 

The next item provides a 40-man officers quarters. Of a requirement 
for 490 men, only 137 standard and 136 substandard quarters exist. 
This facility is required to replace part of the substandard quonset 
and World War II prefab structures. 

_ The last item provides a 2,500-kilowatt generator unit. This unit 
is required to replace the existing nonstandard high-speed units which 
bed be unusable or uneconomically repairable by end of fiscal year 





ITAZUKE AIR BASE 


The next Pacific Air Force installation to be considered is Itazuke 
Air Base, which is located 2 miles southeast of Fukouko in Japan. 

The planned use of this base is for the air defense of southern Japan, 
a tactical fighter wing, and Strategic Air Command support mission. 

The requested program amounts to $492,000 and consists of the 
following items: 

The first item provides an 880-foot overrun on the north of the 
existing 10,000-foot runway. Since land was not available during 
construction, no overruns were provided for safety of operations. 
The arresting barriers required for present operations have necessarily 
been placed 800 feet from each end of the runway, sterilizing it to 
an effective length of 8,400 feet. Now that land can be made available, 
the proposed overrun will permit the movement of one barrier in con- 
junction with construction and increase the effective operational run- 
way toessential requirements. 

The next item provides a 3,000-foot U.S. national standard high 
intensity approach lighting system on the north end of the runway. 

The last item is for a 1,508-square-foot addition to the existing 
medical facility to provide a second operating room for simultaneous 
surgical requirements. 

KADENA AIR BASE 


The next Pacific Air Force installation is Kadena Air Base located 
1 mile west of Doza on Okinawa. 

The planned use of this base is for a tactical fighter wing, Strategic 
Air Command support mission, Strategic Air Command medium bomb 
squadron, and a radio group mobile. 
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The requested program amounts to $1,203,000 and consists of the 
following items: 

The first three items are for support of the U.S. Air Force security 
service radio group mobile being relocated from Japan. ‘The first is 
a 1,870-square-foot communications receiver building. The communi- 
cations receiver functions are presently being accomplished in a 
960-square-foot temporary quonset hut, so weakened structurally that 
during typhoon alerts all equipment must be shut down and the 
building evacuated. This seriously hinders the required continuous 
24-hour operation. 

The second is an administration supply and issue building of 4,032 
square feet which will replace substandard quonset huts that are being 
used on an interim basis. Use of these quonsets for storage jeopardizes 
expensive and highly sensitive electronic equipment subject to damage 
due to typhoons. 

The third is a 10,000-square-foot group headquarters building which 
is required to furnish adequate space for administration of assigned 
personnel by the commander and his staff, consisting of 84 personnel. 

The next item is an addition to the dependents elementary school 
and provides additional classrooms for 425 students. Facilities for 
a total of 1,205 students are required. The present school will only 
accommodate 780 students. The rest are utilizing three airmen dormi- 
tories, a music room, a library, a book storage room, supply space, 
and maintenance space which are urgently required for their originally 
intended use. 

The last item provides 45,235 linear feet of underground com- 
munications ducts. The proposed duct lines will replace the present 
20,500 feet of underground cable supporting the flight line area and 
an additional 24,735 feet to correct deficiencies in the present system. 
The ducts being replaced have deteriorated through corrosion to the 
point that operational breakdown occurs at least once a month. 
During this outage, limited communication is carried through radio 
and messenger. The 24,735 linear feet of additional ducts will pro- 
vide communication lines to 14 buildings now under construction. 


KUNSAN AIR BASE 


The next Pacific Air Force installation to be considered is Kunsan 
Air Base which is located 8 miles southwest of Kunsan, Korea. The 
mission of the base is a tactical bomb squadron, tactical jet photo 
reconnaissance squadron, and a tactical fighter squadron. 

The program requested amounts to $2,313,000 and consists of the 
following items: 

The first item provides an operational apron to support century 
series aircraft assigned to this base. 

The next item provides a fixed TACAN station as part of the 
Korea-Japan-Okinawa TACAN network. 

The next two items provide 3,000 feet of approach lighting and 
19,940 feet of taxiway hghting. The approach lighting will provide 
a high intensity lighting system used in conjunction with ground 
control approach system. The taxiway lighting is provided on the 
primary taxiways and connecting parking apron. At present, there 
are no lighting facilities at this base. 
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The next item provides eight ready aircraft shelters to provide 
minimum protection for assigned aircraft and equipment from 
humidity, heat, and foreign materials. 

The next item provides a maintenance hangar to provide adequate 
organizational maintenance on assigned aircraft. At present, no 
facility exists for the requirement. Severe winter conditions in 
Korea makes an enclosed working area a necessity. 

The next item provides three igloos for the storage of ammunition, 
bombs, and rockets. Ammunition is now being stored in the open, 
in tents, and temporary quonsets. These temporary facilities do not 
provide the security and protection required. 

The next item provides 20,905 square feet of base supply ware- 
house to replace the temporary tropical shell-type structures. The 
tropical shells, erected during the Korean conflict, are beyond eco- 
nomical repair. 

The next item provides a 7,000-square-foot service club to replace 
the temporary type structure constructed on a wartime basis with 
a life expectancy of 2 years. 

The next item provides a 700-kilowatt electrical emergency power- 
plant to furnish emergency backup power for the critical operational 
and communication facilities. The Korean-produced power is unre- 
liable and has a history of frequent power outages. 

The last item provides 20,500 feet of security fencing to properly 
safeguard classified areas. The present fencing is grossly ineffective 
and allows large-scale penetration and pilferage of Scccued prop- 
erty. More serious is the jeopardy of our mission and the threat of 
sabotage. 

MISAWA AIR BASE 


The next Pacific Air Force installation to be considered is Misawa 
Air Base which is located 10 miles northeast of Towada in northern 
Japan. 

The mission of this base is a two-squadron tactical fighter wing, a 
jet tactical reconnaissance photo squadron, a radio group mobile, and 
a radio squadron mobile. 

The program requested amounts to $1,792,000 and consists of the 
following: 

The first item provides for the rehabilitation of 58,314 square yards 
of taxiway access on the north side of the runway. The present taxi- 
ways are spalling and deteriorating to the extent that normal mainte- 
nance cannot correct the deficiencies. 

The next two items provide a standard 3,000-foot approach lighting 
system at both ends of the runway. The cold-water currents and 
easterly winds encountered during spring at this installation cause 
low cloud stratum and fog to form within a period of 15 minutes. 
During winter months, fast-moving cold airfronts formed in this 
area often result in sudden occurrence of snowstorms and high winds 
of such intensity that transition from a clear-weather condition to 
instrument flight rules condition occurs within a period of a few 
minutes. 

The next two items are to support the increased security .service 
mission of the radio group mobile by providing an addition of 18,000 
square feet to existing 36,265-square-foot operations building, and 
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construction of a 7,360-square-foot headquarters group building 
needed to support additional functions due to relocation of units from 
Honshu Island. ; 

The additional space in the operations building is a new require- 
ment created by the transfer and enlargement of the second echelon 
processing element from Honshu Island. During the interim period, 
operational and other facilities are being used thereby overcrowding 
these vital facilities which makes for a higher undersirable opera- 
tional condition. Further, there are no existing buildings that can 
be modified to provide this type of requirement. 

The group headquarters building is required to provide space for 
the group commander and his staff of 65 people to properly administer 
the assigned personnel. No alternate facility is available at the radio 
group mobile site which is 5 miles from the base proper. Due to 
acute shortage of space, a dining hall is being utilized. To permit 
the dining hall to revert to its vitally needed intended use, an interim 
facility is being accomplished to provide minimum administration 
space and will be used as a training facility when this requested item 
is completed. 

The last item provides a 1,500-kilovolt-ampere electric distribution 
facility for the conversion of the 50-cycle commercial power to base 
required 60-cycle power. Satisfactory power cannot be obtained and 
maintained through the employment of small portable diesel engine- 
driven generators sets. 


MIYAKO JIMA AIR STATION 


Miyako Jima Air Station is located 160 miles southwest of Naha. 

The mission of the base is aircraft control and warning. 

The program requested amounts to $18,000. 

The item fe or is a 1,000-square-foot supply and issue build- 
ing. Due to the remoteness of this site and difficulty in transporta- 
tion, it is necessary to maintain a 30-day stock level of technical 
supplies and equipment. No facilities exist that could be used for 
this function. 

NAHA AIR BASE 


The next Pacific air force installation to be considered is Naha 
Air Base, which is located 2 miles west of Naha, Okinawa. 

The mission of this base is a fighter interceptor squadron and two 
troop carrier squadrons. 

The program requested amounts to $1,719,000 and consists of the 
following: 

The first item provides three aircraft maintenance docks to sup- 
port the second troop carrier squadron being assigned to this base. 

The next item provides an 8,544-square-foot dental clinic with 12 
operating units. This project will replace a 2,432-square-foot quonset- 
type building that has deteriorated to an unusable condition. 

The next item provides a 33,170-square-foot addition to the pres- 
ent school. The deficiency is presently being met by utilizing 28 
temporary substandard quonsets, erected in 1947 and beyond eco- 
nomical repair. 

The last item provides an 11,800-square foot service club. The 
present service club is housed in four temporary quonsets also beyond 
economical repair. 
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OKINO ERABU SHIMA AIR STATION 





The next Pacific air force installation to be considered is Okino 
Erabu Shima Air Station, which is located 87 miles northeast of 
Naha. 

The mission of this station is an aircraft contro] and warning 
squadron. ; 

The program requested amounts to $92,000 and consists of the 
following: 

The first item provides a 1,000-square-foot base laundry. Laundry 
work is presently being performed by indigenous personnel in the 
barracks, A field laundry unit has been shipped to this site, but 
due to lack of adequate space, this equipment cannot be utilized. The 
remote location precludes utilization of any laundry facilities on 
Okinawa. 

The other item provides an addition to the present water system. 
The requirement is for 80,000 gallons per day and only 20,000 gal- 
lons are available. This supply is located in a cave, 114 miles from 
the base. This project will provide for a deep well water point on 
the site to correct this deficiency. 


OKINAWA “M” SITE 


The next Pacific air force installation to be considered is the Oki- 
nawa “M” Site. 

The committee has been furnished details concerning intended use 
of this base and the programed items. 

This program amounts to $11 million. 


OSAN AIR BASE 


The next Pacific air force installation to be considered is Osan 
Air Base, which is located 13 miles southwest of Suwon, Korea. 

The mission of this base is a tactical bomber squadron, tactical photo 
reconnaissance squadron, fighter interceptor squadron, tactical fighter 
squadron, and a radio recche mobile. 

The program requested amounts to $1,596,000 and consists of the 
following : 

The first item provides a fixed Tacan station and is required for 
the Korea-Japan-Okinawa Tacan network and provides primary 
short-range navigational aid for aircraft. 

The next two items provide a 3,000-foot standard approach light- 
ing system and 14,000 feet of taxiway lighting. The approach lights 
will be on the west end of runway and is an urgent requirement in sup- 
pret of the night operations. Approach lights do not exist at this 

ase. The taxiway lights are for the parallel taxiway and connect- 
ing taxiways to the dispersal areas. At present, there are no taxiway 
lights at this base. 

The next item provides 5 ready aircraft shelters for 10 Century 
series aircraft. These shelters will provide minimum protection from 
the weather extremes of the area. 

The next item provides a 2,914-square-foot vehicle refueling shop 
for the maintenance of 25 refueling vehicles and 76 refueling hose 
carts. The function is now being performed in the open. 
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The next item provides four igloos for the storage of ammunition, 
bombs, and missiles. These are now being stored in the open, in 
tents and temporary quonsets which do not provide proper security 
or protection. 

The next item provides a 3,680-square-foot squadron headquarters 
and will replace three unusable structures totaling 2,400 square feet. 
This item supports the U.S, Air Force Security Service Radio Mobile 
Group Mission at this base. 

The next item provides for the expansion of the existing power- 
plant by the addition of one 750-kilowatt diesel generator. The re- 
quirement for power at this base is for 3,250 kilowatts with 2,500 
kilowatts existing. Present load average is 2,550 to 2,650 kilowatts, 
requiring continuous running of all generators. No dependable or 
reliable commercial power exists. 

The last item provides 17,810 feet of security fencing required for 
minimum security of vital areas. The present perimeter fence is 
inadequate, permitting large-scale penetration, pilferage, and threat 
of sabotage. 

TAINAN AIR STATION 


The next Pacific Air Force installation to be considered is Tainan 
Air Station and is located on Taiwan (Formosa). 

The mission of this base is to support assigned tactical fighter 
aircraft. 

The program requested amounts to $329,000 and consists of the 
following: 

The first two items provide two ready aircraft shelters and a 3,000- 
square-foot readiness crew building. These items are in support of 
the F-100 aircraft programed at this installation in support of mis- 
sions. Due to the complexity of these aircraft and critical weapons, 
these facilities are required to protect both aircraft and personnel 
from direct exposure of the elements while standing alert missions. 

The last item provides a 72-airmen dormitory. There is a require- 
ment for 534 spaces and 100 standard spaces exist; 324 airmen are 
presently being housed in 4 warehouse-type structures being used as 
dormitories under emergency conditions. The remaining 110 air- 
men are forced to live in substandard private rentals which do not 
meet sanitary and health requirements. Mission personnel living in 
private rentals must be picked up individually during an alert. 

No adequate communications system exists and the Chinese will 
not permit sirens. 

WALLACE AIR STATION 


The next Pacific Air Force installation to be considered is Wallace 
Air Station, which is located 2 miles southwest of San Fernando in 
the Philippines. 

The mission of this base is for an aircraft control and warning 
station. 

The program requested amounts to $1,957,000 and consists of the 
following: 

Operations aircraft control and warning building, 6,828 square 
feet; squadron headquarters, 2,800 square feet; airmen dormitories, 
216 men; airmen dining hall, 4,057 square feet; officer’s quarters, 32 
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men; multipurpose recreation building, 3,360 square feet; utilities 
and electric primary power, 700 kilowatts. 

The above facilities are required for the overall modernization of 
the Wallace Aircraft Control and Warning Station to provide ground 
control intercept capability for defense of the Philippine Islands to 

rmit complete combat effectiveness of the Century series aircraft 
Caine deployed to this area. Wallace Air Station is. rome oper- 
ating under a limited detection and warning capability, dependent 
upon obsolete equipment. There is no usable standard facilities ex- 
isting at this station. 


YOKOTA AIRBASE 


The next Pacific Air Force installation to be considered is Yokota 
Airbase and is located 1 mile southeast of Fussa Machi in Japan. 

The mission of this base is a tactical bomb wing, composite recon- 
naissance squadron, tactical air refueling squadron, weather recon- 
naissance squadron, fighter-interceptor squadron, Strategic Air Com- 
mand medium reconnaissance squadron, and Strategic Air Command 
support squadron. 

The program requested amounts to $1,354,000 and consists of the 
following: 

The first item is for a 500-foot overrun at the north end of the 
runway. This portion of the overrun, although necessary, could 
not be constructed due to lack of land. The Japanese Government 
has recently made the land available. This addition will provide a 
standard overrun to protect the pilot and aircraft during emergency 
takeoffs and landings. 

The next item provides an area search radar facility to increase 
the radar coverage for Rapcon. This facility will assist in con- 
trolling aircraft flying under instrument conditions arriving and 
departing this base. 

The next two items provide a standard 3,000-foot approach lighting 
system at both ends of the runway. These systems are required 
to facilitate aircraft landings under restricted visibility conditions 
a in this area. Landings are about equally divided between 

th approaches to the runway. 

The next item provides an alert hangar to support the new Century 
series aircraft assigned to this base. This project provides for modi- 
ow and addition to existing building to accommodate four air- 
craft. 

This facility will provide protection from the tropical weather 
for the Century series aircraft and their weapons. 

The next item provides for the modification of an existing hangar 
to furnish 27,650 square feet of armament and electronic shop space. 
This base is programed to provide armament and electronic support 
for 18 different types of aircraft totaling above 150 aircraft. 

The last item provides a 9,305-square-foot addition to the rocket 
storage and assembly building. This facility is required to provide 
ss storage, checkout and assembly to support the Century series 
aircratit. 

The CuHarrman. Now, we have reduced that item to $31,276,000. 

What have we deleted, Mr. Kelleher ? 
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Mr. Keittener. An area search radar, $125,000, Mr. Chairman. 

General Curtin. I have commented on those area search radars 
previously, Mr. Chairman. My comment applies in this case. 

The Carman. All right, without objection, the amendment is 
agreed to. 

The Cuatrman. Now, the next is the Strategic Air Command. 

Now what is the Strategic Air Command doing over in this section 
of the book ? 

Mr. Ferry. These are our oversea bases from which—— 

The Cuarrman. Yes, that is right. This is outside the United 
States. 

Mr. Ferry. From which we stage missions. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now tell us about the various locations, $3,862,000. You got those 
in the book, also. 

General Curtin. Yes, sir. There are two of those locations in the 
northeast, at Ernest Harmon and at Goose Bay. One is in Green- 
land, and three of them are in Spain, Mr. Chairman. 

The next oversea major command to be reviewed is the Strategic 
Air Command. The mission of this command is to organize, train, 
equip, administer, and maintain a force capable of conducting 
strategic air operations in accordance with directives and policies 
issued by Headquarters, U.S. Air Force. This program contains a 
request for $4,782,000 for Strategic Air Command bases outside the 
United States located in Canada, Greenland, Guam, Newfoundland, 
Puerto Rico, and Spain. 

The program is composed of three items amounting to $156,000 to 
satisfy the basic Strategic Air Command mission requirements and 
$4,626,000 to provide for general base support facilities. 

The first Strategic Air Command installation overseas to be con- 
sidered is Andersen Air Force Base located on the Island of Guam in 
the Mariana Islands. The planned use of this base is for Strategic 
Air Command missions together with Military Air Transport air 
rescue and weather reconnaissance units. The program amounts to 
$850,000 and contains the following items. 

The first item is an addition to the base electrical distribution system 
amounting to $50,000. This project will provide the necessary 
switches to permit isolation of an area undergoing repair without 
having to shut off the entire base power. 

The second item amounting to $800,000 will provide a water treat- 
ment plant, a million-gallon storage tank and miscellaneous repairs 
and replacement of deteriorated pipeline. Corrosion and scaling 
caused by excessive amounts of dissolved minerals are a major prob- 
lem at this base. 

Ramey Air Force Base is the next Strategic Air Command oversea 
installation to be considered. It is located in Puerto Rico. The 

lanned use of this base is for Strategic Air Command heavy bombers. 

he program request amounts to $70,000 and will provide an instru- 
ment landing system. This system provides for instrument landings 
during periods of low ceiling and visibility. This project is of prime 
importance to safety of personnel and aircraft. 
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The next installation is Ernest Harmon Air Force Base located on 
the west coast of Newfoundland, Canada. The planned use of this 
base is for Strategic Air Command air refueling tankers. The pro- 
gram requested amounts to $1,873,000 and includes the following 
items: 

The first item will provide an addition to the Rapcon center at an 
estimated cost of $88,000. The addition will house new electronic 
equipment required for this function. 

The second item is an area search radar which will provide ex- 
tended range and altitude coverage of aircraft departing and ap- 
proaching the base under instrument conditions. 

The third item will replace the existing base operations building 
with a new structure. At present, this function is handled in a tar- 
paper-covered theater-of-operations warehouse-type building that has 
deteriorated beyond economical repair. It is inadequate in size to 
handle the processing of over 1,500 aircraft clearances per month. The 
present building will be demolished as soon as the new facility is 
available. 

The fourth item will house an oxygen generating plant. 

The fifth item will provide for construction of a junior-senior high 
school. At the present time, 283 students are using temporarily con- 
verted airmen dormitories for classrooms. As families move into hous- 
ing now under construction, the student load will increase and further 
aggravate the crowded conditions. 

he sixth item will provide for a chapel annex. This facility will 
provide space for those activities which are a necessary part of 
religious education and cultura] programs. At the present time, a 
limited program is carried on in the basement storage area of a 
bachelor officers’ quarters. 

The last item will provide a new potable water supply by drilling 
four deep wells, each electrically operated. The existing water supply 
is a pond, fed by a stream, that passes through a small community. 
The town inhabitants have no sewage collection system and their out- 
door toilets are continually contaminating the water supply. 

The next installation to be considered is Goose Airbase. It is 
located in the south central part of Labrador, Canada, at the con- 
fiuence of the Goose and Hamilton Rivers. The planned mission of 
this base includes Strategic Air Command air refueling tankers, me- 
dium bomber mission and fighter-interceptors for the Air Defense 
Command. The program requested amounts to $1,595,000 and will 
provide for the following items: 

The first item, costing $625,000, will provide additional bachelor 
officers’ quarters for the officers assigned to this remote base. At the 
present time there are only 175 standard quarters to accommodate a 

uirement of 463 men. 

Phe next item will provide an addition to the existing elementary 
school at an estimated cost of $776,000. Goose Airbase 1s completely 
isolated. There are no available schools for over 300 miles. The exist- 
ing school was built to accommodate 225 pupils. The enrollment is 
over 500 pupils with more to come when the 100 additional family 
houses, now under construction, are completed. 

The next item will provide a chapel annex at an estimated cost of 
$194,000. This facility is required to conduct religious educational 
activities for both the children and adults. 
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The next installation to be considered is Moron Airbase located 
about 26 miles southeast from the city of Seville in southwestern 
Spain. The planned mission for this base includes century series day 
fighters, air refueling aircraft, and medium bomber mission. | 

The program requested amounts to $66,000 and will provide the 
necessary construction for extending the existing overhead powerline 
from the POL pumping station at El] Arahal to the Navaids sites, 
a distance of about 5 miles. These Navaids are about 30 miles from 
the base and are presently operated by small units demanding costly 
and time-consuming maintenance. Travel by maintenance crews over 
national roads is almost impossible during the rainy season. 

The next base for consideration is Sondrestom Airbase located 
at the head of Sondrestromfjord on the west coast of Greenland. 
This remote base is north of the Arctic Circle and about 70 miles east 
of Holsteinborg. The mission of this base is to provide support for 
air refueling tankers and to act as a depot in support of the DEW 
line stations on the Greenland ice cap. 

The program requested amounts to $242,000, and will provide for 
the construction of a shop in which to accomplish maintenance on the 
refueling vehicles. 

The next installation to be considered is Torrejon Airbase located 
about 15 miles east of Madrid in the central part of Spain. The 
planned mission for this base includes all-weather fighter-inter- 
ceptors, medium bomber missions, and headquarters facilities for the 
16th Air Force. 

The program for Torrejon consists of one item, an aircraft shelter 
for weapons calibration, costing about $43,000. This facility is re- 
quired for boresighting and harmonization of fixed firing control 
systems on fighter-interceptors. Complexity of the equipment dic- 
tates the need for this shelter in order to afford protection from rain 
or dust, and a room with controlled temperature and humidity is re- 
quired for benchwork on component parts. 

The next Strategic Air Command oversea base is Zaragoza Airbase, 
located 4 miles east of the city of Zaragoza in northeastern Spain. 
The planned mission for this base includes all-weather fighter-inter- 
ceptors and medium bombers. 

The program for Zaragoza consists of one item, an aircraft shelter 
for weapons calibration. This building is required for boresighting 
and harmonization of fixed firing control systems on fighter aircraft. 
The complexity of the equipment requires maintenance to be accom- 
plished in a shop free from rain, dust, and extremes of temperature 
and humidity. 

The Cuarrman. Now, we find upon examination, very closely, that 
we would be warranted in reducing it to $3,797,000—at what page? 

Mr. Ketiener. An area search radar, Mr. Chairman, at Ernest 
Harmon, for which there has been a requirements change, and an 
oxygen generating plant that is not being funded at the same location. 

Mr. Rivers. Where is that? 

Mr. Keviener. Ernest Harmon. 

General Currrtn. We also find, Mr. Chairman, in connection with 
the oxygen generating plant, that we may be able to locate that at an 
existing building, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is good. You bring about a little economy, 
with our aid. 
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Without objection, these three are approved. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. At these bases—I heard a very, very brief mention on 
these bases, only $31 million being approved in the Pacific. Have 
we already gone through those? It is starting at Itazuke, Kadena, 
and so on. 

The CHarrman. Pardon me, Mr. Bray. I didn’t catch that. 

Mr. Bray. I see here, in volume 3, starting at page 5 and going on. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. On to page 113. There was a mention made just a mo- 
ment ago about bases there, and something. 

Did we skip all of those? 

Mr. KrrcuHEen. We passed them. 

The CHarrMan. Well, we passed them. We approved them in here. 

Mr. Bray. I mean, you just mentioned how much was going to be 
cut, on them. I mean, we didn’t mention them individually, did we? 

The Cuatrman. We are trying to mention every one individually. 
We can read them off. 

Now what is your point? You want 

Mr. Bray. No. Just merely a question: Is this a classified session ? 

Is every one in here—— 

The Cuarrman. All of this is executive session. 

General Curttn. Executive session. 

Mr. Bray. Executive session. That is what I wanted to know. 

I also wanted to mention Clark Air Force Base, for one. The same 
— can go as to the other bases. I understand that there is some 

ifficulty in the Philippines as to whether we are going to remain there. 
I am getting this from the press. Was that taken into consideration 
when you made this improvement ? 

Mr. Ferry. I can assure you, sir, Mr. Bray, that the difficulties— 
while there has been difficulty, admittedly, in the Philippines, there 
is not even a vague thought of abandoning Clark Air Force Base. 

Mr. Bray. Now the reason I am asking that: I don’t think the Air 
Force did it, but the Army clear up until the time we knew we were 
moving installations out of Japan were still asking for and we did 
approve some rather large expenditures in that area. 

I don’t want to pursue and go into all of these bases there, but have 
investigations been made sufficient that you are reasonably sure that 
we will remain there in those bases until at least we have gotten the 
value out of them ? 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Bray, I can only speak to such things as Clark, for 
example, and Okinawa. The tenure in Korea, nobody can tell you. 

Mr. Bray. No, I am not questioning that at all, but I am as to Japan 
and Korea—I mean Japan and the Philippines. 

Mr. Ferry. We feel very sound on Japan, the Philippines, and 
Okinawa. We have no doubts at all in our minds that we will get the 
full value out of any investment we make there. 

Mr. Bray. Now—not pursuing it any further, but to ask this last 
final question. 

Before you bring these items to us, have you consulted with the 
proper authorities in the State Department as to these investments 
that you are making? 
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Mr. Ferry. No, sir; we do not consult the State Department di- 
rectly, but we do have a report, which was prepared under State 
Department auspices, of the utilization of oversea bases. And no- 
where within that report is there any suspicion of the desirability of 
moving away from these bases. 

General Currin. I would like to amplify that, if I may, since this 
appears to be a very important question. In connection with Clark 
specifically, at our level, which we like to call the working level, we do 
actually make informal contacts through the air staff with the State 
Department as to the nature and status of current negotiations, in an 
effort to assure ourselves that we are going to have at least, say, 25 
years’ future utilization of these stations. 

Mr. Bray. I was in Morocco this last. year and discussed it there. 
The feeling there, among the Air Force themselves, is that if we hadn’t 
pushed the expense there as fast as we did, if we had let them see what 
a curtailment of American activity had been there and had them 
realize how serious it was, we would have been in a much better situa- 
tion today. 

Now, that didn’t come from the State Department. That came from 
Air Force officials themselves. 

We spent over $1 billion, and are now moving out. 

Their feeling was that if the slowing down of the tempo was made 
apparent so the people could have seen the effect on them economi- 
cally, that we would have been in much better position than we are 
today, because now they do see that our curtailment is hurting them. 
But they have already become so deeply involved it is hard to get out. 
I merely wanted to see if that is happening again. 

The CuarrmMan. Those people in Morocco are just like the people 
in our respective districts. We have seen the value of these military 
installations; and you see every day the opposition to closing any of 
them up here. Naturally the same thing happens everywhere else. 

Thank you for your observations, Mr. Bray. We all sympathize 
with a community that has been prosperous on account of a military 
installation and then suffers because it is being closed. 

Mr. Bray. That doesn’t apply to Indiana. We don’t have any. 

The Cuarrman. And that also applies to my district. I don’t have 
any. 
Now the next is U.S. Air Forces in Europe. Now that is on 
page 114. 

Mr. Rivers. Everybody knows about these. 

General Curtin. The mission of the U.S. Air Forces in Europe is 
to support the Supreme Allied Command, Europe; U.S. Commander 
in Chief, Europe; and the other component commanders under U.S. 
Commander in Chief in their assigned missions; to fulfill responsi- 
bilities assigned by the Joint Chiefs of Staff in areas not included in 
either the NATO or the U.S. Commander in Chief’s, Europe, area of 
responsibility; and to support commanders operating directly under 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. This program contains a request for $30,- 
880,000 for U.S. Air Forces in Europe and provides facilities at 15 
locations. 

Included in the program are support facilities at one base, totaling 
$7,784,000, to provide a tactical fighter capability; aircraft mainte- 
nance and alert facilities for tactical fighter aircraft at three locations, 
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totaling $867,000; facilities at one base, totaling $6 million in support 
of tactical guided missiles; and communications network at various 
locations totaling $13,380,000. The remainder of the program, total- 
ing $2,849,000, is composed of general support items, including 110 
family units at one location, to satisfy the basic USAFE mission 
requirement. 

The first installation is Athenai Airport. It is located near Athens, 
Greece. The planned use of this base is as an Air Division Head- 
quarters and for area support including the U.S. Embassy. The 
program requested at Athenai totals $197,000 and provides for con- 
struction of a 133-man dormitory. Of the 432-space requirement, 133 
spaces are under construction. This request will leave a deficiency of 
163 spaces. These facilities are required to provide housing on base, 
for lower grade airmen. At present, these men are living off base. 

Aviano Air Base is located near Pordenone, Italy, and the flying 
mission is tactical fighter aircraft. The program requested for Avi- 
ano consists of a 200-seat chapel with connecting annex at a total cost 
of $134,000. No chapel building exists. The makeshift chapel being 
used is not suitable for religious services. Religious services and edu- 
cation classes are conducted in various rooms under cramped condi- 
tions. 

The next installation is Bentwaters RAF Station, located 5 miles 
northeast of Woodbridge, England. The principal flying mission 
consists of tactical fighter aircraft. The request in this program 
totals $417,000, which includes the following two items: 

The first item is an area search radar. This item is required to 
increase the radar area coverage for the radar approach control 
(Rapcon) center. This facility will materially increase their capa- 
bility to provide control and separation for aircraft under instru- 
ment flying conditions in a high-density area. 

The second item is a 12,550-square-foot armament and electronic 
shop. At the present time, this maintenance function is being per- 
formed in five widely separated buildings, two of which are temporary 
and three semipermanent. These buildings are of such nature that 
they cannot be economically air conditioned or made dust free. The 
requested project will satisfy the full requirement. 

Bitburg Air Base is the next installation, located near Bitburg, 
Germany. The principal flying mission aircraft are tactical fighter 
and fighter-interceptors. The program requested for Bitburg 
amounts to $463,000, which includes the following two items: 

The first item is for widening 47 existing hardstands for dispersal 
parking. Existing hardstands are too small to permit new-type air- 
craft to turn around. 

The second item is for an addition to the dependent high school. 
This schoo] also includes student requirements from three nearby U.S. 
Air Force installations. The present school facilities are too small to 
take care of all personnel, thus necessitating the use of makeshift 
space to provide substandard facilities. The total space requirement 
is for 327 pupils. The existing facilities, plus the requested addition, 
would provide suitable space to accommodate only 236 pupils. 

The Birkenfeld Administration Office is the next installation, lo- 
cated near Birkenfeld, Germany. The mission is an administrative 
office. The single item in the program is for an area search radar 
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at $40,000. ‘This project will provide an increase in the radar cover- 
age for the area and increase the holding pattern control capabilities 
for the entire area and contribute to alleviating the growing air traffic 
control problem. 

The next installation is Chaumont Air Base located near Chaumont, 
France. The principal mission is a microwave repeater site. The 
program amounts to $96,000, which provides for a microwave relay 
facility. This station will complete the microwave link between Ger- 
many, France, and England. ‘The present temporary relay facilities 
will become obsolete due to mission change to microwave relay. 
Existing facilities were constructed from salvaged building compo- 
nents and scrap lumber, and will be dismantled upon completion of 
requested item which will fulfill the requirement. 

The next installation is Cigli Air Base, located near Izmir, Turkey, 
and the principal flying mission is tactical fighter aircraft. The re- 
quest in this program totals $7,784,000, and consists of the following 
items: 

The first item is a runway-widening project to provide a minimum 
width of 150 feet required by high-speed fighter aircraft and larger 
support aircraft. The present strip is only 98 feet wide. 

he next item is a project for a 600-foot addition to the existing 
400-foot runway overrun. This addition will provide the additiona 
rollout length of 925 feet beyond the barriers necessary for high-speed 
jet aircraft in the event of an emergency. 

The next item provides for the widening of the 62-foot-wide taxi- 
way to 75 feet, which is the minimum width required for operation. 

he next item provides an additional 4,800 square yards of opera- 
tional apron to enable the aircraft to park and maneuver into position 
under their own power. 

The next item provides an additional 4,500 square yards of parking 
apron for intransit logistic support aircraft. 

The next item is a project for a power check pad. This project is 
necessary to check out aircraft engines that have been repaired or 
changed. 

The next item provides a control tower. No flight control facility 
presently exists and this project will provide the necessary flight di- 
rection center for all aircraft using the base. 

The next item is a project for a jet test stand. This project is re- 
quired to test engines prior to installation in aircraft and is a function 
of periodic jet engine maintenance. 

he next item provides an automotive maintenance shop, with ad- 
ministrative space and fenced parking area, to make up a complete 
motor pool facility. No facilities are available for this function. 

The next item is a project for a parachute and dinghy shop of 4,217 
square feet. The requested facility is necessary for proper mainte- 
nance and repair of both personnel and aircraft drag parachutes. 

The next item is a project for 1,600 square feet of administrative 
space for base installation engineer activities. There is no existing 
space that can be allocated for this management function. 

The next item provides 5,600 square feet of shop space for installa- 
tion engineer base maintenance activities. The maintenance and re- 
pair forces require shops for the carpentry, plumbing, electrical, and 
other trades, to properly preserve the physical plant. 
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The next item provides 5,600 square feet of covered storage for the 
materials to be utilized for airbase maintenance. These materials in- 
clude electrical, plumbing, hardware, sheet metal, and other materials 
that must be protected from the weather. 

The next item is a project to provide a 1,992-square-foot cold- 
storage facility for food. 

The next item provides 6,500 square feet of administrative space 
for the base headquarters. All administrative functions for operation 
of the base as well as the administration of the fighter squadron are 
to be conducted in this facility. 

The next item provides 110 units of family housing for permanent 
party personnel. There are no adequate family housing units avail- 
able for rental in the vicinity of the base. The requested units will 
be made available to officers, upper grade airmen, and key civilian 
employees. 

The next item provides 426 dormitory spaces for airmen. With the 
previously authorized construction of 133 spaces, this project will 
complete the requirement for dormitory spaces to accommodate the 
fighter squadron mission and supporting base personnel. 

The next item provides a 2,520-square-foot addition to the airmen 
dining hall to accommodate the additional airmen required by the 
fighter mission. 

The next item is a project to provide a 40-man officers’ quarters for 
single officers and key civilians. There are no existing facilities in 
the vicinity of the base that can be utilized for this purpose. 

The next item provides a bread bakery in conjunction with the 
requested dining hall. Local establishments do not provide bakery 
products of adequate sanitary standards. 

The next item provides a combined base laundry and drycleaning 
facility of 4,000 square feet. Local facilities are not available. 

The next item is a project to provide a 66-pupil elementary school 
for dependents of personnel assigned to the base. 

The next item provides a chapel with an educational annex. There 
is no existing structure available for use as a chapel and religious 
educational functions. 

The next item provides a 3,500-square-foot commissary store for the 
base personnel and their dependents. This project is a necessary sup- 
plement to the family housing project requested in this program. 
There are no offbase stores in the vicinity of the base. 

The next item is a project to provide an 8,500-square-foot. service 
club. There are no offbase recreational facilities available in the 
vicinity. 

The next item provides a 4,400-square-foot noncommissioned of- 
ficer’s open mess. There are no offbase recreational facilities in the 
vicinity of the base. This project is necessary to provide recreational] 
activities for upper grade airmen and their dependents. 

The next item provides a 4,400-square-foot open mess for officers 
and their dependents. There are no offbase recreational facilities in 
the vicinity of the base, and there is no other suitable building that 
can be used for this purpose. . 

The next item provides a four-lane bowling alley. There are no 
recreational facilities in the vicinity of the base. This project will pro- 
vide a facility for both recreational and physical exercise. 
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The next item provides for a 350-kilowatt addition to the primary 
power-generating capacity of the base. This power increase is nec- 
essary to support the new projects being requested in this program. 

The next item provides for a 5,000-foot electrical distribution sys- 
tem. This project is required to serve the new construction requested 
in this program. 

The next item provides 4,000 feet of sanitary sewage mains to form a 
sewage collection system. 

The next item provides 4,000 feet of water main from the storage 
point to the structures to be constructed under this program. 

The last item requested for this installation is a project to provide 
an access road of approximately 7,500 feet, connecting the existing 
public road to the base. 

The next installation is Hahn Air Base located near Lautzenhausen, 
Germany. The principal flying missions are tactical fighter and 
fighter-interceptor aircraft. The program requested for Hahn totals 
$248,000 for an armament and electronic shop. This type facility is 
nonexistent at this base. A considerable amount of out-of-commission 
time will be experienced, because assemblies must be forwarded to de- 
pots for overhaul or repairs. In order to properly maintain and re- 
pair the equipment and accessories used in the aircraft for airborne 
communications, armament, and navigation systems, the requested fa- 
cility must be provided. This shop will satisfy the full requirement. 

The next base to be considered is Incirlik Air Base, which is located 
near Adana, Turkey. This base has a tactical fighter mission and 
the responsibility of supporting special missions of other services in 
the area. The program requested amounts to $947,000, and consists 
of the following items: 

The first item provides a combination fire station of 9,298 square 
feet. The temperature extremes and generally unfavorable weather 
conditions require protection for the crash and structural firefighting 
equipment. 

The next item is a project for a 1,400-square foot precision measure- 
ment instrument laboratory. This laboratory will maintain and cal- 
ibrate the highly sensitive equipment used in the maintenance of ad- 
vanced fighter aircraft. 

The next item provides 10,000 square feet of base installation engi- 
neer maintenance shop to house the carpentry, plumbing, heating, 
and other trades that are necessary to maintain the physical plant. 

The next item provides a 14,720-square foot headquarters building. 
A consolidated administrative building is necessary for the manage- 
ment of all base activities, including the special missions. | 

The next item is a project to provide a combined laundry and dry- 
cleaning facility. There are no adequate facilities of this type in the 
area and suitable laundry facilities are particularly important for op- 
eration of the base hospital. 

The next item will provide an addition to the intermediate de- 
pendent school. There are no adequate local schools in the vicinity 
of the base, and existing structures are not available on base to accom- 
modate this function. 

The last item for this base provides a recreational library. There 
are no adequate local library facilities. 
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Sculthorpe RAF Station is located near Kings Lynn, England, with 
the principal flying missions being tactical fighter and tactical refuel- 
ing aircraft. The program at Sculthorpe totals $281,000, which in- 
cludes the following three projects: 

The first item is a radio relay facility that will provide a consoli- 
dated permanent site for the offbase functions of the radio relay 
terminal station, ground radio station, and radio maintenance shop. 
This station is in support of Supreme Allied Commander, Europe 
(SACEUR), and will provide radio relay to Supreme Headquarters 
Allied Powers Europe (SHAPE), Allied Air Forces, Central Europe 
(AIRCENT), and Allied Air Forces, Northern Europe (AIR- 
NORTH). 

The second item will provide a building for the mobile training 
unit. The present unit is housed in a temporary building constructed 
during World War II. Heating costs are excessive and rehabilitation 
is uneconomical. The existing structure will be demolished upon com- 
pletion of this project. 

The third item consists of drilling wells to increase the onbase 
supply by 120,000 gallons per day. The base is short of water for both 
domestic and industrial type of consumption, since mission changes 
have increased the number of aircraft and personnel assigned. The 
total requirement is for 700,000 gallons per day, with 580,000 gallons 
per day being available. 

The next base to be considered is Spangdahlem Air Base, which is 
located near Bitburg, Germany. The mission of this base is tactical 
fighter wing. The program requested amounts to $202,000 for the fol- 
lowing two operational items: 

The first item will provide for the widening of 32 dispersed aircraft 
hardstand parking areas. The widening is necessary to permit tac- 
tical aircraft to park and maneuver under their own power. 

The next item provides two aircraft ready shelters. These shelters 
will enable the alert aircraft to be in a constant state of readiness to 
take off under emergency conditions. 

The next installation is Wiesbaden Air Base, which is located near 
Wiesbaden, Germany. The principal mission of this base is support 
of the Air Force headquaters in Europe. The program requested 
amounts to $691,000, and consists of two dependent school items as 
follows: 

The first item provides an additional elementary school building 
for the Aukam housing area of the Wiesbaden area school complex. 
Classes are now conducted in such widely dispersed and unsuitable 
facilities as clubrooms and basements. 

The second item provides an addition to Hainerburg High School 
of the Wiesbaden area school complex. The present high school facili- 
ties are overcrowded to such an extent that space is limited to approxi- 
mately 55 percent of normal space requirements. 

The next projects to be considered concern guided missile and com- 
munications facilities at various locations in Europe. The program 
requested under this section totals $19,380,000, and consists of the 
following items: 

The first item, for $6 million, will provide operational facilities 
for guided missiles. 
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The second item will provide a link in the worldwide troposcatter 
communications system at an estimated cost of $9,780,000. 

The third item will provide an extension to the troposcatter com- 
munications network, at an estimated cost of $3,600,000. 

The Cuatrrman, Now upon our examination, we think this item 
could be reduced about $200,000-and-some ; $30,696,000, instead of $30,- 
888,000. Tell the committee, Mr. Kelleher, what items we left out. 

Mr. Keviener. Two area search radars, one at Bentwaters and 
the other Birkenfield, in England, Mr. Chairman, a total of $186,000. 

The Cuarrman. $186,000 out of that. Without objection, the item 
is agreed to. 

Now the next is U.S. Air Force Security Service. 

Now tell the committee what the Security Service is. 

Mr. Ferry. This is a group of people stationed all over the world, 
‘hose job it is—— 

The Cuamman. That is off the record, Sam. Take it off the record. 

Mr. Ferry. This is off the record. 

(Further discussion off the record. ) 

General Curtin. The next oversea command is the U.S. Air Force 
Security Service (USAFSS). The mission of the USAFSS is to pro- 
vide the communications electronics intelligence for the U.S. Air 
Force. In addition, this command is organized to perform communi- 
cations security services which include the storage, distribution, ac- 
counting, and maintenance of cryptographic material. 

The fiscal year 1961 program provides facilities, amounting to 
$8,007,000, for the improvement of the basic U.S. Air Force Security 
Service mission at 10 locations in the European and Mideast areas. 
Facilities to support the USAFSS requirements, amounting to $2,235,- 
000, in the Pacific Air Force area and $283,000 in the Air Material 
Command area are included in the respective command portion of 
this program. 

Facilities are provided to house and support new and improved elec- 
tronic equipment which is required to increase the capability and effec- 
tiveness of the intelligence mission. These facilities include opera- 
tional facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, medical facili- 
ties, administration facilities, troop and family housing, community 
facilities, and utilities. 

Three sites—operational facilities : $270,000. 

Provides a 7,692-square-foot addition to a 10,600-square-foot opera- 
tions, AFSS building plus alteration to 7,900 square feet of existing 
building and demolition of 1,200 square feet of unusable space to pro- 
vide a facility that will be adequate to meet the mission and space 
requirements of the Army, Navy, and Air Force consisting of over 
250 personnel who will jointly use this facility. This operations 
building will permit elimination of the use of eight vans designed 
for mobile missions and provide the total space required to enable 
communications and electronic intelligence data to be made available. 

Provides a complete two-stall fire station at one site that is needed 
for adequate firefighting protection to lives and property and will per- 
mit space currently used in an improvised end of the auto maintenance 
shop to be converted to its intended purpose; and at another site, an 
addition of 2,210 square feet to a 2,016-square-foot two-stall fire sta- 
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tion. The 2,210 square feet will provide personnel quarters, mainte- 
nance and supply, dining room, locker room, and toilets, thus 
providing a complete facility that will be adequate for firefighting 
activities of the base. 

Two sites—maintenance facilities : $182,000. 

Provides a building for the normal administration functions of 
the installations engineer at a new base where facilities do not exist 
to house these functions; and an auto shop for maintenance of as- 
signed administration vehicles that is now being performed in a ware- 
house building that is considered unusable and will be torn upon 
completion of this project. 

Four sites—supply facilities : $252,000. 

Provides paved open storage area for storage of bulky long lead- 
time items that now are stored in an unpaved area that is a quagmire 
of mud 5 months of the year; cold storage building for storage and 
processing of perishable foodstuffs currently being accomplished in 
five portable boxes which are beyond economical repair thus causing 
food spoilage; subsistence storage building for storage of nonperish- 
able foodstuffs in the United Kingdom; shed storage for supplies and 
equipment now stored in the open that must be stored under shelter; 
a warehouse adjacent to a communications operations building for 
storage of operational equipment that are now stored in a tent, a num- 
ber of Conex containers and outside storage under tarpaulins; and a 
base warehouse to eliminate a deficiency that exists and creates a 
condition that necessitates exposed unsecure open storage of equip- 
ment and items that normally would be stored inside. All of above 
projects provides 100 percent of the requirement. 

Two sites—medical facilities : $239,000. 

Provides dispensary at one site for treatment and care of base 
personnel since the mission requires these personnel to work in the 
vicinity of high voltage electronic equipment; and an addition to a 
dispensary for outpatient medical care and to accommodate an in- 
crease in personnel programed for fiscal year 1963. 

Two sites—administration facilities : $213,000. 

Provides a 6,000-square-foot addition to the 6,912-square-foot ad- 
ministration office building to contain all base administration person- 
nel in one building and to release currently utilized airmen dormitory 
space that is critically short; base supply administration building, 
since critical warehouse space is now being used for this function; 
and a 4,820-square-foot addition to a 4,930-square-foot group head- 
quarters at an installation under construction. 

Four sites—troop housing : $958,000. 

Provides for construction of a total of 543 airmen dormitory spaces 
at 4 locations required to alleviate all or part of the deficiences that 
exist. 

Two sites—family housing : $3,156,000. 

Provides for 70 family units at the first location and 108 family 
units at the second location. Offbase facilities are generally either 
nonexistent, do not come up to American standards, or are insufficient 
to meet the family housing requirement. These projects provide a 
portion of the total requirement at each base. 

Nine sites—community facilities : $2,143,000. 
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Provides for necessary facilities to accommodate community and 
recreational activities. Based on specific locations necessitated by 
assigned missions, this command generally locates its sites in isolated 
areas that are many miles from communities that could provide these 
type of facilities or in non-English-speaking countries where the 
language barrier is not conducive to normal social activities. 

Included in this program are two chapels, two chapel annexes, and 
a chapel with annex; two laundries for use at sites located in areas 
where no military laundry and drycleaning plants are available or 
existing local facilities do not approach US. standards; an addition 
of 6,280 square feet to an existing 4,500-square-foot elementary 
school, and construction of a 4,550-square-foot elementary school, both 
required to provide adequate facilities for the teaching of dependent 
children of personnel scheduled for assignment at end fiscal year 
1963; two exchange service stations required to provide automotive 
service and maintenance of private vehicles since local facilities are 
too distant and improperly equipped; an addition of 3,500 square feet 
to an existing 4,400-square-foot exchange facility; and construction 
of a 16,946-square-foot exchange facility to replace existing facilities 
that were built during World War II and have depreciated to such 
an extent that they cannot be economically rehabilitated and will be 
razed upon completion of the requested facility; an exchange ware- 
house for the storage of approximately 20,000 line items; a com- 
missary sales store to permit the sale of foodstuff to dependents of 
assigned personnel in an area where the local economy cannot provide 
products that meet U.S. standards; three clothing sales stores at 
sites in foreign countries where no other U.S. military organizations 
are located within a reasonable distance; a post office to provide postal 
service for approximately 1,000 personnel consisting of the personnel 
assigned to the base and other U.S. Government agencies in this sec- 
tion of the country; three service clubs to provide the total require- 
ment at sites where recreational facilities of this type do not exist 
in the surrounding area or the nearest community; an officers’ open 
mess that will permit releasing three officers’ quarters rooms, now 
currently utilized, a library building, and a theater, each of which will 
be sufficient to fulfill end position requirements. 

Two sites—Utilities : $594,000. 

Provides for an additional water supply storage tank of 60,000 
gallons to the existing 120,000 gallons in order to provide 100 percent 
of the requirement for normal usage and a firefighting reserve in case 
the waterline from the wells, located 13 miles from the base, should 
be broken; modification of existing facility to provide 50 percent of 
the total requirement by installation of 2,000 kilowatts generating 
capacity and supporting items to provide a usable facility, since the 
present system is inadequate and undependable due to aging gener- 
ators and expansion of mission and base facilities; construction of a 
primary sewage treatment and disposal plant that will prevent Air 
Force contamination of sea water in the bay adjacent to the installa- 
tion which now cannot. be avoided since no sewage treatment exists 
at this site. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher, we reduced this down to $7,405,000. 
What did we cut out? 
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Mr. KeLieHer. Yes, sir; two items in Turkey, Mr. Chairman. An 
officers’ open mess at $118,000 and an electric power station, station 
electric power system, for a total of $602,000. Both low priority. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Where in Turkey / 

Mr. Ketiener. I have to look it up. 

General Curtin. Main site and site 9. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection 

Mr. DurHam. Will the General tell us how he cooperates with the 
other agencies? Since we have dozens of other agencies. How do 
you feed your information? Directly to the Central Intelligence 
Agency, or do they have to ask for it? 

General Curtin. I couldn’t speak authoritatively to that question, 
Mr. Durham. Do we have anyone here from the Security Service / 

Mr. Duruam. Well, that has always worried me, about the coor- 
dination. 

Mr. Ferry. Do we have a security man ? 

Come up, Major. Would you answer Mr. Durham’s questions? 
How is the information in the Air Force collected, fed back into a 
usable central agency ? 

Major Hupson. Iam Major Hudson, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Is it all a concerted effort? I wanted to know how 
you dovetail your information, so that it comes up here accurately, 
through some agency of the Government. 

Major Hupson. Right, sir. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

The Cuatrman. Now without objection, the amendment is agreed 
to. 

We reduce it to $7,405,000. 

Now, the next is “Special facilities.” On page 252 of your book. 
What is “Special facilities” ? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The next is the aircraft control and warning system. Various loca- 
tions. That is on page 294 of your book. 

General Curttn. Facilities are provided in this program for the 
improvement and operational capability of the A.C. & W. system in 
Canada to augment the movement of the air defense combat one north- 
ward. The major part of the fiscal year 1961 A.C. & W. program in 
Canada is for the erection of radar towers to support improved 
electronic equipment for warning and control of aircraft. 

The second part of this improvement program provides for the in- 
stallation of gap fillers to cover low altitude areas, not presently 
covered by main A.C. & W. stations. Also included are required 
personnel facilities for existing A.C. & W. stations along the Pinetree 
line and erection of small prefabricated warehouses now stockpiled at 
DEW line sites together with the construction of one equipment main- 
tenance shop for centralized maintenance of DEW line heavy type 
equipment. These items total $25,637,000 and subdivided as follows: 

1. Base warehouse and equipment suply facilities : $940,000. 

Provides for the construction required in Canada to erect six pre- 
fabricated suply buildings now stockpiled at these DEW line sites, 
together with service utilities support. 
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Warehouse space is required to store the annual sealift tonnage, con- 
sisting of 15 months’ suply of bulk food, dry cargo, electronic and 
vehicular spaces at the following locations in Canada: Brevoot Island, 
Clinton Point, Fort Nelson, Nicholson Peninusula, Shepherd Bay, 
Tuktoyaktuk. 

2. Tacan facility : $66,000. 

Project is needed for termina] aid to aircraft landing at Cape Dyer 
(DEW site), Canada, and aircraft en route to Thule. 

3. Water storage tanks: $194,000. 

Water storage tanks at Padloping Island and Cape Hooper, Canada, 
both DEW line stations, are required at these isolated sites, to alleviate 
the acute water storage problems. During the prolonged winter 
months, the only available supply is obtained by melting of ice, which 
is costly, time consuming, and unsatisfactory and endangers the 
health and morale of assigned personnel. 

4. Officers’ quarters : $216,000. 

Program is required for housing officers and civilians of officer 
grade at four isolated A.C. & W. sites in Canada to fulfill a minimum 
requirement. This requirement includes quarters for military, Air 
Force civilians, and contractor maintenance civilians. The sites in- 
volved are as follows: Cartwright Air Station, Hopedale Air Station, 
Saglek Air Station, St. Anthony Air Station. 

5. Addition to operations building : $300,000. 

Project at Gander Air Station, Canada, needed to provide adequate 
facilities for the manually operated ground air communication sys- 
tem of the air defense sector. The structure will house the tower, 
flight size display equipment, reproduction equipment, and console. 
No other building is available to meet this new equipment. 

6. Heavy equipment maintenance shop : $175,000. 

Provides for the construction of a centrally located heavy equip- 
ment maintenance shop for the overall DEW line heavy equipment 
maintenance requirements. The present method for maintenance of 
DEW line heavy equipment is dispersed, time-consuming, and costly 
to an unacceptable degree. This shop will allow this maintenance 
to be carried out at one central location; namely, Hall Lake DEW 
station, and will allow for proper stockage of heavy maintenance 
parts, reduced downtime for the equipment, reduced cost of mainte- 
nance, and permit a higher degree of operational capability to be 
maintained. 

7. Airmen dormitories : $402,000. 

Two isolated A.C. & W. locations in Canada; namely, Melville Air 
Station and Hopedale Air Station, do not have required housing space 
for the assigned personnel. It is necessary to double up airmen and 
transients, and use existing lounges, tower bases, and corridors to al- 
leviate this situation. At Hopedale, the total requirement is for 191 
spaces, and there exists 140 spaces, leaving a deficit of 51. The re- 
quested program will only satisfy 85 percent of the total requirement. 
At Melville a similar condition exists, and the programed request 
will only satisfy 80 percent of the requirement. 

8. Personnel facility (1 A.C. & W. site) : $344,000. 

Provides for complete housing and messing facility at Saglek Air 
Station, Canada, an isolated A.C. & W. site on the northern tip of 
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Labrador. The facility is to be located adjacent to the site runway a 
distance of approximately 3 miles from the main site. The main site 
is located atop the wind-swept rocky coast of the area. Transporta- 
tion to and from the main site to the runway is impossible fer periods 
as long as 2 weeks during the recurring severe winter months, and a 
small crew of 17 maintenance personnel are required to live and work 
at the runway site during the winter; in addition, incoming and out- 
going personnel are frequently isolated at the runway area and must 
be housed and fed until the weather permits their movement back to 
the main site. 

9. Gap fillers, various locations: $6 million. 

Provides for the construction necessary to the installation of gap 
fillers along the Pinetree-CADIN line in connection with the program 
for the advancement of combat capability north of the continental 
United States. It is necessary to provide low altitude coverage and 
closure of gaps in the radar coverage which will exist upon installa- 
tion of the presently programed frequency diversity prime radars in 
this program. 

10. Radar improvement, Pinetree-CADIN radars: $17 million. 

Provides construction to support radar improvement of various 
sites located along the Pinetree-C:A DIN line. This project is in con- 
nection with the approved program for advancement of the warn- 
ing and combat capability north of the continental United States. 
It will improve, advance, and integrate this defense capability by the 
construction of frequency diversity radars, power additions, required 
utilities and support items. 

The Cuarmman. Now, we have reduced that to $23,637,000. 

Mr. Kelleher, advise the committee what item we deleted. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

Radar improvements amounting to $2 million on the Pinetree line. 
They are not being funded, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to 
and the item is approved. 

Now, we have already approved section 302, which relates to the 
Atlas, the Titan, the Bomarc and—off the record. 

(Further statement is off the record.) 

The CuatrmMan. Now the next is section 303. 

Mr. Ketiener. That was with an amendment, of course, Mr. Chair- 
man. Section 302 was reduced. 

The CHatrman. What? 

Mr. Kentener. Section 302 that you just dealt with was reduced. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes, we reduced that the other day. 

Mr. Kewiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The next is section 303. 

And we will reduce that $17 million down to $10 million as we 
have done in the other two services. 

Now, that come down to section 304. 

Mr. Rrvers. What page? 

The CuHatrman. Page—— 

Mr. Keviener. 38. 

The CuHarrMan. 38 of your bill. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, before you get away from that. mis- 
sile reduction, what does that involve ? 
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Mr. Kevxiener. $5 million, not specified with respect to any par- 
ticular area. It seems as though we can economically and efficiently 
spend something less than this this year. So, it was the chair- 
man’s decision to reduce it by that amount. They can take it, how- 
ever, out of any parts of the program, and there are six parts to it. 

Mr. Duriam. Well, since missiles are so important, does the De- 
fense Department agree with that ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. No, they do not agree. 

Mr. Durnam. They do not. 

Mr. Ferry. We will get along all right. 

The Caatrman. That is right. That is the way to talk to the 
committee. We are not hurting this bill at all. 

Mr. Duruam. That is all right. 

That is all I wanted to know. 

The Cuatrman. And we know for the record these gentlemen must 
support the bill. But we have an understanding. 

Mr. Duruam. I do not want anybody to come up here and say I did 
not support the missile program, either. 

The Cuamrman. They are not going to say that. 

Wait one line. Now, read section 304. 

Mr. Keviener. Frank. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Section 304, on page 38. [Reads:] 

In accordance with the provisions of Title IV of the Housing Amendments of 
1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to 
ro a family housing for occupancy as public quarters at the following 
Beale Air Force Base, Calif., 230 units. 

Brooks Air Force Base, Tex., 170 units. 
Griffis Air Force Base, N.Y., 135 units. 
Offutt Air Force Base, Nebr. 500 units. 
Turner Air Force Base, Ga., 430 units. 
Westover Air Force Base, Mass., 180 units. 

Mr. Chairman, that concludes the section. 

Mr. Ke.iener. There is a small book, Mr. Chairman, on each mem- 
ber’s desk that deals with these. 

Mr. Kupay. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask about Brooks Air 
Force Base, 170 units, I believe. 

General Curtin. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kizpay. Now, what are these family units to be used for, Mr. 
Secretary ? 

Mr. Ferry. These will be used, Mr. Kilday, for the aeromedical 
center which is established at Brooks Air Force Base. 

As you probably know, sir, we have discontinued flying at Brooks— 
or will discontinue flying at Brooks Air Force Base, and it will be- 
come purely a medical research center. 

Mr. Kriipay. Well, now 

Mr. Ferry. We will have enlisted personnel there who presently 
have no proper facilities to live in. 

Mr. Kitpay. Of course, they have been moved from Randolph? 

Mr. Ferry. Right. 

Mr. Krpay. Randolph Air Force Base, where the School of Avia- 
tion Medicine has been located, to the new Aero-Space Medical Cen- 
ter. 
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Mr. Ferry. Right. 
Mr. Kurpay. I believe there is about $11 million that has been con- 
structed there. 

What is in the budget for that ? 

Mr. Ferry. $8,600,000. 

Mr. Kitpay. The second increment. 

Mr. Ferry. For the second increment. 

Mr. Kixpay. Now are these 170 to be used entirely for the aero- 
medical center ? 

Mr. Ferry. Unless something unforeseen comes, our present inten- 
tion is to assign them on the basis of rank as we always do, to the 
people at the aeromedical center. 

Mr. Kiipay. What is your requirement? In excess of 170? 

Mr. Ferry. Colonel Lucas? 

Colonel Lucas. 450. 

Mr. Ferry. 450 is our total requirement, sir. 

Mr. Krupay. 450. 

Now, is this an integral part of the aerospace medical center? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

General Curtin. You realize, sir, that the 814 million which Mr. 
Ferry spoke of is for appropriations that were previously authorized. 
We hope to get this amount appropriated. 

Mr. Kitpay. Eight and a half million, against the $12 million ? 

General Curtin. Yes. 

Mr. Kirpay. Which has been authorized. 

General Curtin. Yes. 

Mr. Ferry. I think it is $8.6 million. 

General Curttn. Whatever the exact amount is. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes. 

The CuatrmMan. Of course we recognized the fact—how much are 
we spending down there ? How much on this base? 

Mr. Ferry. We have down there about $12 million, or are in the 
process of spending about $12 million. 

The Cuarrman. And 8 million more? 

Mr. Ferry. Eight and a half million more. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, that is $16 million. 

Mr. Ferry. No; 20. 

The CuarrmMan. Twenty. 

Of course, you have to have quarters for these people there. 

Mr. Ferry. I think it isa very necessary thing. 

The Cuareman. All right; are you providing a sufficient number of 
quarters. 

Mr. Ferry. Like many of our other bases, sir; we do not fill them 
up in the first increment. We try to go a little slowly there. 

The Cuammnan. I think, from the facts stated, this items is clearly 
warranted. 

I hope all the other items—and I am satisfied they are—are on just 
as firm ground. 

Now, this makes—— 

Mr. Rivers. I want to ask Mr. Ferry: Have you programed any- 
thing for Shaw Air Force Base? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. 
Mr. Rivers. When are you going to ask— 
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Mr. Ferry. No, sir; nothing for Shaw—you are speaking of family 
housing ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Don’t you need something there ? 

Mr. Ferry. Nothing there. 

Mr. Rivers. At Shaw ? 

Mr. Ferry. No. 

Mr. Dournam. May I ask the Secretary: How many family hous- 
ing units did you request this year in the budget ? 

Mr. Ferry. We requested a total—they started off with a total of 
about 9,000 family units. 

Mr. Duruam. 9,000. And you got what ? 

Mr. Ferry. 1,645. 

_ The Cuarrman. Well, I do not think the committee is warranted 
in providing installations and activities unless at the time we take 
care of the personnel. 

As oe as I am here, I am going to insist that in an orderly manner 
the people who are employed there and the people who are detailed 
there have some place to live. 

Mr. Durnam. The personnel don’t have a voice. 

When they are assigned, they have to go. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Weare going to give them quarters. 

Mr. DurHam. Yes. 

The Cuatmrman, And that is what we are going to do at Brooks and 
Beale and a great many other places. 

Now, Capehart. houses, that is 100-——— 

Mr, KeLiener. 1,645. 

Mr. Ferry. 1,645. 

The CuarrMan. 1,645 forthe Air Force. All right. 

Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Kowausxi. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question here ? 

The CuaimrMan. Yes. 

General, proceed. 

Mr. Kowatsx1. I am also happy you are building quarters. I know 
they need them all over the services. 

But I would like to address my question to the matter of unification. 
We have two hospitals, or I should say medical centers, in San An- 
tonio—this area 1, and the Army Medical Center at Fort Sam Hous- 
ton. How is this effort coordinated? Is there anyone coordinating 
the efforts of these medical research centers ? 

We can go off in two directions here. 

Mr. Ferry. Mr. Congressman, may I refer to Colonel Carmichael 
here, who is from our medical staff, who can answer it more intelli- 
gently than I. 

The CuarrMan. Come around, Colonel. 

Colonel CarmicHaret. The Department of Defense, of course, has 
an area medical requirement to be established by any service construc- 
tion, any medical facility. 

I cannot address myself to the specific details of the San Antonio 
area. Wecan provide that for the record. 

But it is a matter of policy that we establish an area requirement 
among the three services, and we actually officially coordinate with 
each other as to—to give you an example, sir. 
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The Navy will send us a letter requesting our requirement for hos- 
pitalization in a specific area where they propose to build a facility. 
We establish our requirement for that. 

Mr. Price. Well, Mr. Kowalski, weren’t you addressing yourself 
to a different point? You are talking about the research facilities? 

Mr. Kowatskt. Yes. 

There are two separate medical centers being built—— 

Mr. Ferry. Lackland and Brooks. 

Mr. Kowatskr. Yes. I am talking about the Army Medical Cen- 
ter at Fort Sam Houston. This is a research center, quite efficient 
and very effective. 

Now, we are building another research center, an area research 
center in the same general vicinity. How is this coordinated? Who 
has coordinated these two efforts ? 

Can’t we get together and work this thing out so that we have less 
duplication ‘ 

I think an effort—— 

Mr. Ferry. I am sorry, sir. I think I was on the wrong track in 
answering your question. 

Mr. Kowatsk1. Yes. 

Mr. Ferry. The work that is being done is quite dissimilar. One, 
that is being done at the Brooks Aeromedical Center, is almost ex- 
clusively confined to the impact of either flying or space upon human 
beings, with ramification on radiation and the effect of radiation on 
human beings in upper space, and also on the ground for that matter. 

This is correlated through the Department of Defense. 

We have an Assistant Secretary there for medical activities whose 
job it is to see that there is no duplication of research being carried 
on in these various research centers. 

And each center is assigned a specific function. 

Ours, as I say, is largely concentrated, with the exception of this 
radiation business, on the impact of flying and space on human beings. 

Mr. Kirpay. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the aero-space med- 
ical research, last year in the military construction appropriation bill 
the subcommittee in its report directed the Department of Defense 
to make a survey of this specific activity and report back to that com- 
mittee in January. 

The report has been submitted. I am not sure that it is finally sub- 
mitted. It was referred back, I understand, to the Department of 
Defense, but specifically on Mr. Kowalski’s question as it applies to 
areo-space medical research in all of the services, this is under direct 
survey by instruction of a committee of Congress. 

Mr. Kowatsxt. I see. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Without objection, now, we will go to section 305, which is the de- 
ficiency items in the bill. 

Now, what is the total amount that you are asking for in increase 


over what 
Mr. Ferry. Leaving aside the $50 million which was discussed dur- 
ing the session on missiles, we are asking for a total of 
General Curtin. $521,000. 
Mr. Ferry. And $521,000. 
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The Carman. All right. Barring the $50 million on missiles, 
we have all made a pretty good calculation as to the cost. 

Mr. Ferry. We are very proud of it, Mr. Vinson. 

The Cuarrman. I think you have a right to be. 

Without objection, we agree to that. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, at this point may I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Mr. Secretary, some reference was made early in 
these hearings about the development of a command facility at Col- 
orado Springs. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Can you bring us up to date on that ? 

Mr. Ferry. We stopped a job at the NORAD Command Control 
Center, which was to be put in one of the mountains, the Cheyenne 
Mountain, outside of Colorado Springs, in order to further evaluate 
the equipment needs. In order to evaluate the requirements of the 
job we needed to know how much equipment exactly was going to be 
necessary in order to gain the intelligence and make it available in 
order for this command to function. 

At one time they had started out with perhaps a bit more elaborate 
plan than was actually a necessity. 

As this squeezed down, it also brought about a reduction of the 
plan that we had for the headquarters. At the moment we are in 
a redesigned stage, awaiting a go-ahead until this thing firms up. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Well, is it funded, the effort ? 

Mr. Ferry. We have funds for the begininng of the job. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Can you give us an estimate as to the period of 
time that it might consume to complete the job once the redesign is 
perfected ? 

Mr. Ferry. I would say that once the job starts up again, and it is 
underway, it will probably take about 2 years. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Two years. Have you any idea when the redesign 
job may be completed ? 

Mr. Ferry. It would be my hope to start up this summer, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Allright. 

The Cuatrman. Now, read title IV, now, section 401. 

Mr. Ketiener. We do not have the witnesses here, Mr. Chairman, 
for this. 

The Cuarrman, Let’s read it. 

Mr. SiatrnsHEK. Section 401. 

The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop installations and facilities 
required for advanced research projects and in connection therewith may 
acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 
and equipment, in the total amount of $20 million. 

The CuHarrman. Nowthisis ARPA. 

Mr. Ketiever. Right. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, wait. Now, that finishes the Air Force por- 
tion of the bill. The balance of it; isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Keuueuer. Yes. 

The Cuamman. That is correct. 
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Now I want Mr. Kelleher to read this statement—well, we had 
better wait until—this will give us some information about this 
section now. I think this is very important, because it is what we 
authorized when Mr. McElroy first came in. 

Mr. Rivers. Are we finished with the Air Force ? 

The Cuamman. Advanced Research Projects Agency. 

Now, General and Mr. Secretary 

General Curtin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Is there any other item that we have not covered ? 

Mr. Ferry. I would request your consideration of one item. 

The Carman. All right. 

Mr. Ferry. Which was the elimination of the hazard at the end 
of the runway at Norton Air Force Base, Calif. 

The Cuatrman. Let us see. 

Mr, Ferry. I looked the thing up last night. I was ashamed yes- 
terday to be unable to answer you. 

The Cuatrman, Oh, yes, that was $169,000-—— 

Mr. Ferry. But I find it was $169,000-—— 

The CHarrMan. Well, in view of the spirit with which you have 
acquiesced in all of these little reductions that have been made—— 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The Cuatrman. I think we can follow your suggestion. 

Mr. Arenps. I will second it there. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, let me find it in my book. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 27, Mr. Chairman, line 1. 

Mr. SLaTINsHEK. One and two. 

The Cuarrman. Only $129,000. 

Mr. Ferry. $169,000. 

Mr. Rivers. $169,000. 

The Cuarrman. $169,000. 

Wthout objection, that item is approved and I will mark up my 
book to that effect. 

Mr. Ferry. Thank you, Mr. Vinson. 

The Cuarrman. I want to compliment the Air Force on the fine 
manner in which you presented this information. These books are 
splendid. They give you very bit of detailed information you need 
to know. 

You made strong witnesses here. I want to compliment the Gen- 
eral and all the officers, and you rere Mr. Secretary. 

We will excuse you now, as that finishes the Air Force part of the 
bill. 

Mr. Ferry. Thank you, Mr. Vinson. ; 

And may I express my appreciation in behalf of all the Air Force 
witnesses for the great attention and courtesy with which this com- 
mittee has treated us. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much for your great aid and 
assistance. 

Now, members of the committee, the next relates to Advanced Re- 
search Projects Agency, that we established by legislation for Mr. 
McElroy. : : 
Now, Mr. Kelleher—let there be order. Now, we have studied this. 
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This is $20 million. We have to take some testimony in regard to 
this because we do not know what they are doing down there—leave 
this off the record, Sam. 

(Further statement was off the record.) 

Now, who is the witness ? 

Mr. Ketiener. General Betts. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What is the name of this project ? 

(A chorus of “ARPA.”) 

Mr. Kertiener. ARPA—Advanced Research Projects Agency. 

The Cuamman. This gives you a picture of the background. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

ARPA was established by the Secretary of Defense pursuant to 
section 7 of Public Law 85-325 dated February 12, 1958. This same 
authority with minor modifications was incorporated in the DOD 
Reorganization Act of 1958 (Public Law 85-599 dated August 6, 
1958). 

The CrHarrman. Now, wait 1 minute. Now, members of the com- 
mittee, bear in mind that this is the only instance in the Department 
of Defense where contract authorization has been provided. 

The Department of Defense cannot make contracts. The contracts 
are all made by the various departments. And in this one instance, 
we conferred the authority upon the Department of Defense to make 
contracts relating to this activity. 

Mr. Kettener. The initial construction authority was $50 million, 
as I said. 

Appropriations to satisfy this authority were authorized in the 
Military Construction Appropriation Act, 1959 (title I, Public Law 
85-852 dated August 28, 1958). These funds, not to exceed $50 mil- 
lion, were to be derived by transfer from the appropriation “Salaries 
and expenses, Advanced Research Projects Agency.” 

The Military Construction Act of 1959 (Public Law 86-149 dated 
August 10, 1959) contained in title ITI authorization to the Air Force 
of $23,545,000 for operational construction for the reconnaissance 
satellite program and the missile very early warning satellite pro- 
gram. These two programs at that time were still in the research 
stage under ARPA’s cognizance, but their transfer to the Air Force 
as operational systems was contemplated. 

The Military Construction Appropriation Act, 1960 (Public Law 
86-275 dated Geeteniens 16, 1959), appropriated $23,545,000 for these 
projects, not to the Air Force as contemplated under the authorizing 
legislation but directly to the ARPA construction account citing the 
authorization contained in the Military Construction Act of 1958 
(Public Law 85-685). 

Subsequently, the Air Force reprogramed the authorization of $23,- 
545,000 granted in the Military Construction Act of 1959. 

The military construction authorization bill for 1960 proposes two 
actions : 

(1) To amend title IV of the Military Construction Act of 1958 
to increase the authorization from $50 million to $73,545,000. This 
will provide authorization to cover the direct appropriation of $23,- 
545,000 referred to above and thus permit the additional transfer, 
to be made as required to the amount authorized, $50 million, under 
the Military Construction Act of 1958 (Public Law 85-685). 
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(2) An additional authorization for ARPA of $20 million is re- 
quested. 

As of December 31, 1959, ARPA had utilized $28 million of the 
original grant of $50 million. The principal projects involved were 
large booster test and launching stands required in space programs. 

The balance available of $22 million, plus the $20 million requested 
for 1961, is for the installation of experimental radars in connection 
with ARPA’s assignment to carry forward advanced research lead- 
ing to ballistic missile defense systems beyond that of Nike-Zeus. 

The ARPA appropriation request for fiscal year 1961 totals $215 
million. About $150 million of this is for four major program areas 
which will be continued under ARPA. 

They are advanced advanced ballistic missile defense ; solid-propel- 
lent chemistry; materials research; a project dealing with techniques 
for detection of nuclear detonations as associated with the mora- 
torium on nuclear testing. The balance of the program is concerned 
with communications and navigational satellites and satellite track- 
ing networks. These latter projects are scheduled for transfer to 
other Department of Defense organizations during fiscal year 1961. 

Mr. Durnam. Where did they get the difference between the $50 
million and the $213 million ? 

Mr. Keiiener. $215 million. 

Mr. Duruam. Yes. 

Mr. Keiiener. The $215 is the total program for “Personnel, pay, 
and research.” And the $50 million was directed only to “Construc- 
tion,” alone. 

The Cuarrman. And they have only $28 million of that? 

Mr. Keieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, then, what is the total amount, from the state- 
ment there, that has been made available, not including the $50 mil- 
lion to ARPA ? 

Mr. Ketirner. So far. 

The Cuatrman. What is the total amount? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

In 1959, $154,868,000. 

The Cuatrman. Now, where did they get the authority? 

What authorization was that? 

Mr. Ketiener. Well, the basic authorization for the existence of 
the office was the creation of the Agency. 

The Cuarrman. Right. 

Mr. Ketiener. In our 1958 Construction Act. 

The Cuatrman. Right. 

And, we limited it then to $50 million. 

Mr. Kewtiener. For construction, sir. 

The Cuatrman. For construction. 

Mr. Ketiener. For construction. 

Mr. Duruam. And they spent $215. 

(A chorus of “No.’’) 

The Cuarrman. Where did they get the authority now for the 
other appropriations? 

Mr. Kewiener. The existence of the Agency, itself. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Mr. Ketiener. And the employment of people. 
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The Cuatrman. I see. 
Mr. Ketiener. And the contracting authority for research projects. 
—_ CuarrmMan. And the Appropriations Gionanithes gave it to 

them ¢ 

Mr. Kevirner. Yes, sir. 

The CHairman. Now, the 

Mr. Durnam. That came direct from the Appropriations 
Committee ¢ 

Mr. Keviener. Right. 

Mr. Durnam. With no authorization ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No. 

The Cuarrman. No, no, Mr. Durham. We created the Agency——— 

Mr. DurHam. We gave them $50 million. 

Mr. Kexiener. For construction. 

Mr. Rivers. Construction. 

The Cuatrman. You do not have to get authorization every time 
you do anything with the Agency. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. 

Mr. Price. Operation of the Agency. 

The Cuatrman. This was merely an expansion of the Agency. 

Mr. Ketiener. Right. 

The CuatrMan. Now, wait a minute, 

Let’s follow this, now. 

Wecreated the Agency. We made available $50 million. 

Mr. Ke..ener. For construction. 

The Cuatrman. For construction. 

All right. And then they made the contracts. And they only used 
$28 million. 

Mr. Kettenrr. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. For construction. 

Now, then, the Appropriations Committee, having the broad au- 
thority to support an agency that has been created by law—how much 
have they aoe available? 

Mr. Keiiener. Right. 

In fiseal 1959, $154,868,000. 

Fiscal year 1960, $248,253,000. 

And 1961, a request for $215 million. 

That is about $600 million, in round figures. 

The CuatrmMan. $600 million that the Appropriations Committee 
has made available to ARPA. 

Mr. Ketipxer. Well, if you include the $215 million requested for 
this coming year. 

Mr. Rivers. That is almost a jillion. 

The CuarrmaNn. All right. 

Now, we all got the picture. 

And they want $20 million in this bill for what ? 

Mr. Kexiener. They want $20 million for the projects that I men- 
tioned. 

Mr. Rivers. It has to be construction. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. This is construction, of course, only; $20 million 
requested for the installation of experimental radars that go beyond 
Nike-Zeus. 
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The Cuarrman. Now, can we find—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Mostly. 

The CHatrman. Can we find out what they have used and what 
they have done with the $600 million that has been made available? 

Mr. Ketxiener. Only for construction do I have the figures, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Who heads this Agency ? 

The CHarMan. We will ask the gentleman to get posted when he 
comes here tomorrow and tell this committee how he used the $600 
million. 

Mr. Kei.tener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiwpay. Mr. Chairman, on this whole thing on ARPA, you 
will recall that when Mr. McElroy was new as Secretary of Defense, 
he announced to the committee here that he proposed to establish 
ARPA and give contractual authority. 

The question immediately arose as to whether the Department of 
Defense had the inherent power to procure or have funds appropri- 
ated to it for this purpose. And we agreed, rather than continuing 
to argue with Mr. Dechert, who was then General Counsel of the De- 
penne of Defense, as to the power possessed by the Secretary of 

efense, that we would go to the floor immediately on the bill that 
was then pending. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kinpay. And place an amendment in it to give the Secretary 
the specific authority to do what he wanted to do. 

The Crarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Kizpay. And at the same time not endorse the position on the 
law that his counsel was taking. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. And we did that. 

The CuatrmMan. We created it. 

Mr. Kuzpay. We created it the very same day. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kipay. Then in conference with the Senate, the language was 
changed, and vastly improved. 

I think whenever we come to this, we should have the people from 
ARPA here to make sure we are in complete agreement as to the area 
in which they are operating and the limited authority which they have 
to operate. And I think that we now have another question that needs 
to be gone into on this. 

After we created ARPA, the reorganization of the Department of 
Defense, in 1958 contained authority, or created the engineering and 
development—— 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kizpay. What do we call it? 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Mr. Kerieuer. Assistant Secretary of Defense for Engineering, I 
think it is. 

Mr. Kirpay. Engineering and development. But, anyway, it was 
within the same area. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 
Mr. Kinpay. As ARPA. 
Mr. Kewiener. Right. 
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Mr. Kray. There was no commitment made that ARPA would 
disappear. ' 

But I think most of us sort of had it in our head that it was gomg 
to disappear. 

The Cuairman. That is right; of course, it was. 

Mr. Kirpay. Now, we ought to examine into whether we have again 
been building agency on top of agency. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is right. That is exactly what we have done. 
Because when we had the Reorganization Act, it was clearly under- 
stood it would take the place of the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency. 

Now you have both, you have the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency and you have the engineering thing, and they got $600 million 
from the Appropriations Committee, plus $50 million. 

So bring them up here tomorrow. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. 

We retreated, in an orderly withdrawal. 

[ Laughter. ] 

The Carman. I don’t know what we did. We bogged ourselves 
down. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr, Chairman. 

The Crarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. It was my understanding, when this ARPA was 
brought up, that it would not. be an operating agency in the Defense 
Department, itself. 

The Cuarrman. We made it an operating department, with limited 
authority, when it was created. Then when we wrote the Reorgani- 
zation bill, it was understood that this new ageney—— 

Get the Reorganization Act and read it. 

Mr. Ketiener. I have it right here. 

The Cuarrman. All right, read it. 

Here is what we did. And it was to supersede the ARPA and get 
that out of the picture. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. As an operating agency in the Department of De- 
fense, itself? 

The Cuarrman. Both, as the scope it was covering as well as the 
operating agency. 

Mr. Kitpay. What we did on ARPA: We gave specific operating 
authority within a limited area. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kerzner. Right. 

Mr. Kitpay. So as not to be in a position to be agreeing to the con- 
struction that the Department of Defense is essentially an operating 
agency. 

“The Cuatrman. Sit down, Mr. Rivers. 

I don’t want to take up the time tomorrow. We have a few minutes 
here. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. As I understood, we would turn it over to the armed 
services branches as the operating agency for them. 

The Cuarrman. Read the law 

Mr. Ketiener. They can do either. 
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The Cuatrman. Now, read the law with reference to the Reorgani- 
zation Act. 
Mr. Kerzner. Right. 


The Secretary of Defense or his designee is authorized to engage in such ad- 
vanced projects essential to the Defense Department’s responsibilities in the field 
of basic and applied research and development which pertain to weapons systems 
and military requirements as the Secretary of Defense may determine after con- 
sultation with the Joint Chiefs of Staff; and for a period of 1 year from the effec- 
tive date of this act the Secretary of Defense or his designee is further authorized 
to engage in such advanced space projects as may be designated by the President. 

Nothing in this provision of law shall preclude the Secretary of Defense from 
assigning to the military departments the duty of engaging in research and de- 
velopment of weapons systems necessary to fulfill the combatant functions as- 
signed by law to such military departments. 


I am now going to read a par ih ‘cn that appeared in the original 
law but which was eliminated by eorganization Act, and this is it. 

The Secretary or his designee is authorized to perform assigned research and 
development projects: By contract with private business entities, educational or 
research institutions, or other agencies of the Government, through one or more 
of the military departments, or by utilizing employees and consultants of the 
Department of Defense. 

What I have just read was eliminated by the Reorganization Act. 

The Cuairman. The Reorganization Act. 

Mr. Kexiener. And this is the conclusion of the law, which was un- 
changed : 


The Secretary of Defense shall assign any weapons systems developed to such 
military department or departments for production and operational control as 
he may determine. 

The Cuarrman. Now, get the report of the committee with refer- 
ence to the Reorganization Act, where we discussed that section. 

And my recollection is that this agency was to take the place of the 
Advanced Research Projects Agency. 

Mr. Keiiener I believe 

Mr. Kizpay. With due respect, that is not my recollection. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is not mine either. 

The Cuarrman. Isn’t it? 

Mr. Keiiener. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then we had knowledge of it, is that it ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes sir. 

Mr. Kipay. Under the language, I think—I am speaking from 
memory—it was possible for both of them to exist. 

But I know my idea was that the Secretary would not continue to 
have both. But I recall no commitment that that would be done. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. I was in error. 

All the members be back, please, in the morning and we will try to 
finish the bill tomorrow. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, I have been asked when we will expect 
to have the special subcommittee assigned to this Natick-Chicago 
quartermaster problem report back. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, I am hoping that we will be able to have 
<4 Doyle and Mr. Van Zandt go out there immediately, and that we 
will—— 

Mr. Bares. When, sir? 

The Cuarrman. Immediately, immediately. 
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Mr. Bates. Within a week ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Next week. 

Mr. Bares. Not later than next week ? 

Mr. Ke.iener. Mr. Chairman, may I mention something on that 
subject ? 

The CHarrMAn. Yes. 

Mr. Keixiener. I checked with the General Accounting Office yes- 
terday, and there are two reports that have been requested, one by 
Senator Dirksen, of a rather limited nature, and one by Mr. Yates, 
as he indicated yesterday, of a much more extensive nature. 

They hope to have those reports completed by about the middle of 
March, which should provide ample time for insertion in, or permit- 
ting to remain in, the Senate bill. 

I would just suggest that because now we would have three people in 
the operation, GAO, ourselves and the quartermaster general. 

The Carman. It will be our responsibility to make a decision, 
and the decision must be made sometime before this bill finally be- 
comes law. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. It could be, under this plan. 

The Cuatrman. And in this session of Congress. 

Mr. Bares. Before the bill is reported. 

The Cuamman. You can’t hold it up, Bill. 

Mr. Bares. They are holding it up. I don’t want to hold it up. 

The CHarrMan. We can’t hold it up. We could put this item in 
when the bill is on the floor of the House. But when it comes in with 
the report and the report recommends it, it goes in somewhere, and 
becomes a law. 

We will take care of that. 

Mr. Bares. There was no case made here yesterday, no case what- 
soever. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Well, anyhow, we will take up—— 

Mr. Bares. You want these Army men to stand firm, as you said 
yesterday, when they make a decision. 

The Cuatrman, I reckon they will stay firm. 

Mr. Bates. And they will stay with it. 

The Cuarrman. They will stand firm. 

We will take a recess until tomorrow morning. 

Mr. Bares. You just can’t go with the winds. [Laughter.] 

(Whereupon, at 11:43 a.m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m., Thursday, Feb. 25, 1960.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Thursday, February 25, 1960. 

The committee met at 10:10 a.m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman of 
the committee) presiding. 

The CuatrmMan. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, we have three very distinguished wit- 
nesses this morning: Dr. York, the Director of Research and Engi- 
neering; General Betts, of the Advanced Research Projects Agency, 
and Dr. Charyk, the Under Secretary of the Air Force. 
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Now, we have reached section IV of the bill, section 401. 

The Secretary of Defense—first, let me say this is a continuation of 
the hearing on H.R. 10220. 

We have reached section IV of the bill, section 401. 


The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop installations and facilities 
required for advanced research projects and in connection therewith may ac- 
quire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 
and equipment, in the total amount of $20 million. 


Now, we will deal with section 402 at the same time. 


Sec. 402. (a) Section 401 of the act of August 20, 1958 (72 Stat. 636, 659), 
is amended by striking out “$50,000,000” and inserting in place _ thereof 
“$73,545,000.” 

yo Section 502 of the act of August 20, 1958 (72 Stat. 636, 660), is amended, 
by striking out in clause (4) “$50,000,000” and inserting in place thereof 
“$73,545,000.” 

Now, before the witnesses start, to give the committee a background, 
I think it is pertinent for me to make a few observations. 

The committee will recall immediately after the sputnik went up 
in September of 1958 

Mr. Kitpay. Fifty-seven. 

The CHairman. Fifty-seven, Secretary McElroy came before the 
committee and asked that we establish—that he have authority to 
establish an agency, in which he may not have asked for it, Mr. 
Kilday suggests, but nevertheless we gave him the authority to estab- 
rye an agency, and it was named the Advanced Research Projects 

ney. 

om when the public works bill came before the committee we 
authorized an expenditure of $50 million for construction to carry out 
the authority given to Secretary McElroy. 

Then, the new Agency went before the Appropriations Committee— 
I want everybody to follow this clearly. Then, the new Agency went 
before the Appropriations Committee, and the Appropriations Com- 
mittee did not make a new appropriation from the Treasury, but it 
said to the Agency, “You must get your money from some transfer.” 

So the money was transferred pu some other money to this agency, 
in the amount of $50 million. 

Then the next thing that was done: In the next public works bill— 
now, that disposed of that. Get that in your mind. 

Then in the public works bill for the next year, we authorized 
$23,450,000 for the Air Force to do certain things comparable to that 
which the Agency was dealing in, that is, ARPA was dealing in. 

Then they went before the Apprepriations, in accordance with that 
authorization, and the Appropriations Committee instead of making 
the money available to the Air Force made the $23,545,000 available 
to ARPA—the Advanced Research Projects Agency. 

So the effect of this section 402 is retroactive because there is no 
authorization for the Advanced Research Projects Agency to spend 
this $23 million. Is that correct? 

(Mr. Kelleher nods.) 

The Cuamman. Now, that is the background of the whole thing. 

Secretary York. Yes, sir. 

(Secretary Charyk nods. ) 
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Mr. Rivers. So we authorized the money that has already been 
spent, is that right ? 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, read off this chronological 
record. 

Mr. Kewtiener. Right. 

The Cuarrman. Put this in the record that I read the committee 
yesterday. 

Now, this gives you a true picture. Read that statement out, so we 
can all follow it. 

Mr. Kewiener (reading) : 


TITLE IV 
ADVANCED RESEARCH Progects AGEeNcy (ARPA) 


ARPA was established by the Secretary of Defense pursuant to section 7 of 
Public Law 85-325 dated February 12, 1958. This same authority, with minor 
modifications, was incorporated in the DOD Reorganization Act of 1958 (Public 
Law 85-599 dated Aug. 6, 1958). 

Initial construction authority in the amount of $50 million was authorized by 
the Military Construction Act of 1958 (title IV of Public Law 85-685 dated 
August 20, 1958). Appropriations to satisfy this authority were authorized in 
the Military Construction Appropriation Act, 1959 (title I, Public Law 85-852 
dated August 28, 1958). These funds, not to exceed $50 million, were to be 
derived by transfer from the appropriation “Salaries and Expenses, Advanced 
Research Projects Agency.” 

The Military Construction Act of 1959 (Public Law 86-149 dated August 10, 
1959) contained in title III authorization to the Air Force of $23,545,000 for 
operational construction for the reconnaissance satellite program and the missile 
very early warning satellite program. These two programs at that time were 
still in the research stage under ARPA’s cognizance but their transfer to the 
Air Force as operational systems was contemplated. 

The Military Construction Appropriation Act, 1960 (Public Law 86-275 dated 
September 16, 1959) appropriated $23,545,000 for these projects, not to the Air 
Force as contemplated under the authorizing legislation, but directly to the 
ARPA construction account citing the authorized contained in the Military 
Construction Act of 1958 (Public Law 85-685). 

Subsequently, the Air Force reprogramed the authorization of $23,545,000 
granted in the Military Construction Act of 1959. 

The military construction authorization bill for 1960 proposes two actions: 

(1) To amend title IV of the Military Construction Act of 1958 to increase the 
authorization from $50 million to $73,545,000. This will provide authorization 
to cover the direct appropriation of $23,545,000 referred to above and thus 
permit the additional transfer, to be made as required, to the amount authorized 
($50 million) under the Military Construction Act of 1958 (Public Law 85-685). 

(2) An additional authorization for ARPA of $20 million is requested. 

As of December 31, 1959, ARPA had utilized $28 million of the original grant 
of $50 million. The principal projects involved were large booster test and 
launching stands required in space programs. 

The balance available of $22 million, plus the $20 million requested for 1961, 
is for the installation of experimental radars in connection with ARPA’s assign- 
ment to carry forward advanced research leading to Ballistic Missile Defense 
Systems beyond that of Nike-Zeus. 

The ARPA appropriation request for fiscal year 1961 totals $215 million. 
About $150 million of this is for four major program areas which will be con- 
tinued under ARPA. They are: Advanced Ballistic Missile Defense, Solid 
Propellant Chemistry, Materials Research, and a project dealing with tech- 
niques for detection of nuclear detonations as associated with the moratorium 
on nuclear testing. The balance of the program is concerned with communi- 
cations and navigational satellites and satellite tracking networks. These lat- 
ter projects are scheduled for transfer to other Department of Defense 
organizations during fiscal year 1961. 
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No. 1. Fifty million dollars in construction authority was given by 
Public Law 85-685, August 20, 1958, to ARPA. 

Another $50 million in transfer authority of funds was granted 
by Public Law 85-852, August 28, 1958. 

Public Law 86-149, which was last year’s Military Construction 
Act, authorized $23,545,000 for reconnaissance satellite program and 
missile very early warning satellite program. This authority was 
granted to the Air Force. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Through this committee ? 

Mr. Ketiener. By this committee. 

The Cuarrman. By this committee. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. This is authorization only. 

No. 4. The appropriation, however, for the above $53.5 million was 
to ARPA, not to the Air Force. 

Later, the Air Force reprogramed the $23.5 million in authoriza- 
tion. Understand, they had no money against it. Thereby using up 
this authorization and leaving an appropriation to ARPA without 
any basis in authorization. 

No. 6. The 1961 bill proposes to increase the $50 million authoriza- 
tion to $73,545,000. 

The purpose of this appears to be to give ex post facto authority 
for the $23.5 million already reprogramed by the Air Force. 

No. 7. This new $23.5 million authorization then will merely sup- 
port the $23.5 appropriation to ARPA. 

So what happens to the authorization already reprogramed by the 
Air Force? This means that there will be two auhorizations for 
$23.5 million to support one appropriation of $23.5 million, that being 
the one to ARPA. 

In other words, this will be a total of $97 million in authorization 
which is made up of $50 million, the original $50 million, plus $23.5 
million, plus another $23.5 million. Against this, only $23.5 million 
has been appropriated, and this was to ARPA, leaving a difference 
of $73.5 caitiion in authorization, of which only $50 million will be 
available to ARPA. Twenty-three and one-half million dollars in 
authorization seems to have meaig aol along the line, that is to say, 
it was reprogramed by the Air Force for the four Atlas sites which 
the committee authorized. 

The CHatrMan. Now, it is in such a confused manner that I think 
every one of you can clearly understand. [{Laughter.] 

It is just as confused and confounded as it can be. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman,mayTIask? Has that $23.5 million that 
the Mppropristions Committee gave to ARPA—have they already 
spent it ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Arenps. They didn’t give it to ARPA. 

Mr. Ketrener. No, the authorization is to Air Force, and appro- 
priation to ARPA. 

Mr. Rivers. The authorization is to the Air Force, and the appro- 
priation is to ARPA. 

Mr. Ketiener. Now, this appropriation, whether spent or not, is 
unsupported by an authorization at this time. 

Mr. Rivers. So we are doing just as you said—ex post facto in that 
appropriation. 
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Mr. Keiiener. That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. Hess. Shouldn’t we repeal the authorization we made? 

Mr. Arenps. Tothe Air Force. 

Mr. Kirtpay. They used it. 

Mr. Bennett. They have already reprogramed it. 

Mr. KEeLLEuEr. They used it. 

(Further chorus of “They used it.’’) 

Mr. Kirpay. Isn’t this the parliamentary situation? The Appro- 
priations Committee brought in an appropriation for ARPA which 
had not been authorized. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. No point of order was made and therefore it constituted 
a legal appropriation. Therefore, I would see no point of going 
further there. 

As I understand, if the Appropriations Committee had appropri- 
ated funds that had not been authorized as it very frequently 
has done—appropriating funds to an agency created by the Executive, 
and if there is no point of order or the point of order is waived, I 
don’t think there is any question there but that it is legal. It is un- 
fortunate, but I am afraid it is behind us. 

Mr. Ketiener. The purpose of this, Mr. Kilday, of course, was to 
give a chronological history of what happened because it is actually 
rather confusing. 

Mr. Arenps. In other words, the appropriation for $50 million is 
OK. They have the $50 million. Twenty-three million was never 
authorized, but they have the $23 million. 

Mr. Ketiener. Presumably they have the money. 

Mr. Arenps. Plus the fact the Air Force was authorized $23 million 
and they have used it. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Put all that in the record. 

Now, I think we can make our inquiry in regard to this phase. 
Now, I think we should clear up the difference between the Advanced 
Research Agency and the Director of Research and Engineering. 

Now, let’s ascertain if we have two separate agencies = the same 
work, or if the Advanced Research Projects Agency is under the 
Director of Research and Engineering. 

Now, we have records here in our conference report on the reorgan- 
ization bill and at all times it was brought out that it was our intention 
that the Advanced Research Agency should be subordinate to the 
Director of Research and Engineering. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, before you do that, can I ask my ques- 
tion? Is there any necessity of doing anything more about the 
authorization ? 

The CHarrman. Yes, we have to do it on the $23 million. 

Mr. Arenps. This is the new $23 million? It has nothing to do 
with what transpired in the past ? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Arenps. I think legally you were right, Mr. Kilday. 

The Cuarrman. Unless the Comptroller might raise a question. I 
don’t know whether the Comptroller could raise a question and to say 
we have an appropriation without any authorization. And the law 
is you can’t make any appropriations without an authorization 
to do so. 
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Now, he might raise some question as tothat. Otherwise, the Appro- 
priations Committee could go ahead and appropriate money and there 
would be no authorization, and following the logic of Mr. Kilday that 
would be legal. But that is in conflict with another provision of law 
which says that no appropriation can be made until there is an authori- 
zation. And I am inclined to think the Comptroller might hold that 
there is no authorization to support the $23 million to ARPA. And 
I doubt—and that is the reason they are asking now—— 

(Mr. Kellehernods.) 1 

The CuarmrMan (continuing). That the money be reappropriated. 
They set it up. Because they are up against the ruling of the Comp- 
troller General. Because the statute is clear, that no appropriation 
can be made or money spent unless there is an authorization. And if 

ou make an appropriation and there is no authorization, it is stopped 
in the Comptroller’s office. 

Mr. Rivers. It won’t be the first time we have legalized an illegal 
act of the Appropriations Committee. [Laughter.] __ 

The Cuarrman. I think, members, we should take this up now. 

Mr. Kelleher, read this now. We have them all marked out. Now, 
this is what we want to try to clear up. Let’s see how many agencies 
we got. We intended to have one and one would be subordinate. 

Now, this is the law when we established this first agency. Read 
that. Now, put this in the record. 

Mr. Keviener. This is Public Law 85-325 approved February 12, 
1958. It isa military construction law, for fiscal year 1959, 

Sec. 7. The Secretary of Defense or his designee is authorized to engage in 
such advanced projects essential to the Defense Department's responsibilities 
in the field of basic and applied research and development which pertain to 
Weapons systems and military requirements as the Secretary of Defense may 
determine after consultation with the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and for a period of 
1 year from the effective date of this act the Secretary of Defense or his designee 
is further authorized to engage in such advanced space projects as may be 
designated by the President. Nothing in this provision of the law shall pre- 
elude the Secretary of Defense from assigning to the military departments 
the duty of engaging in research and development of weapons systems necessary 
to fulfill the combat functions assigned by law to such military departments. 
The Secretary or his designee is authorized to perform assigned research and 
development projects by contracts with private business entities, educational 
research institutions, or other agencies of the Government through one or more 
of the military departments or by utilizing employees and consultants of the 
Department of Defense. The Secretary of Defense shall assign any weapons 
system developed to such military department or departments for production 
and operational control as he may determine. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, I want him to read the conference report when we established 
this agency as a result of Mr. McElroy’s appearance before the com- 
mittee shortly after the Nation became disturbed on account of the 
Sputnik going up in orbit. 

Mr. Kettever. This is House Report No. 1329-——- 

The Cuarrman. Listen to this, now. This is very important. Get 
this in your mind. 

Mr. Keiiener (reading). 85th Congress, 2d session, on H.R. 9739— 
And I am reading from the statement of the managers on the part of 
the House. 


The bill as it passed the House contained a section 7 which authorized the 
Secretary of Defense to establish, within the Department of Defense, the Ad- 
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vanced Research Projects Agency. The Senate version of the bill contains 
no reference whatsoever to the Advanced Research Projects Agency. It should 
be pointed out that the House committee had no knowledge of the intention 
of the Secretary of Defense to establish ARPA until he appeared before the 
committee in connection with a defense investigation which the House committee 
had been carrying on but which does not relate directly to H.R. 9739. During 
Mr. McElroy’s appearance before the committee he presented a statement, a 
portion of which reads as follows: 

“Such long-range programs as the antimissile missile and the military satellite 
programs are in the research and exploratory development stages. They are 
important and must be pursued, but they must not distract us from the speedy 
development of our other missile systems. To handle them I am establishing, 
within the Department of Defense, Advanced Research Projects Agency, which 
will be responsible to the Secretary of Defense for the unified direction and 
management of the antimissile missile program and for outer space projects. 
I would expect to assign other special projects of this nature to this agency 
from time to time in the future.” 


The statement went on to indicate in general terms the manner in 
which the Agency would function. The House committee expressed 
a doubt that the Secretary of Defense had authority for the establish- 
ment of this Agency. The House committee felt, however, that an 
agency such as that described by the Secretary could perform an im- 
portant function and therefore the committee proceeded to write into 
the bill language which would grant specific authority to the Secretary 
of Defense to establish the Agency. 


The importance of providing such authority was rendered even more evident 
by the fact that the House version of the appropriations bill, H.R. 10146, provided 
for the granting of funds to this Agency on the apparent supposition that the 
House authorizing language would remain in the construction bill, H.R. 9739. 
The differences between the House and Senate versions were resolved through 
the insertion of language which would grant the authorities needed by the 
Secretary of Defense to perform the important research and development func- 
tions relating to antimissile missiles, satellites, and outer space projects, without, 
however—and the committee wishes to render this entirely clear—establishing an 
agency within the Department of Defense or in the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense. The language agreed upon at the conference is as follows. 


The CuarrMan. That is what you just read. 

Mr. Keviener. Right. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

Now, the next step—to keep it straight was within the reorganiza- 
tion bill approved August 6, 1958. 

Now, we dealt with this matter in the reorganization bill establishing 
or creating or giving authority to the Secretary to create what is known 
as the Director of Research and Engineering. 

Now, read that. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Yes, sir. [Reading :] 


SECTION 9 OF PUBLIC LAW 85-599 


(b) (1) There shall be a Director of Defense Research and Engineering who 
shall be appointed from civilian life by the President by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, who shall take precedence in the Department of Defense 
after the Secretary of Defense, the Deputy Secretary of Defense, the Secretary 
of the Army, the Secretary of the Navy, and the Secretary of the Air Force. 
The Director performs such duties with respect to research and engineering as 
the Secretary of Defense may prescribe, including but not limited to the 
following: 

1. To be the principal adviser to the Secretary of Defense on scientific and 
technical matters. 

2. To supervise all research and engineering activities in the Department of 
Defense. 
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And 8: To direct and control, including their assignment and reassignment, 
research and engineering activities that the Secretary of Defense deems to require 
centralized management. The compensation of the Director is that prescribed 
by law for the Secretaries of the military departments. 

(2) The Secretary of Defense or his designee, subject to the approval of the 
President, is authorized to engage in basic and applied research projects essential 
to the responsibilities of the Department of Defense in the field of basic and 
applied research and development which pertain to weapons systems and other 
military requirements. The Secretary or his designee, subject to the approval 
of the President, is authorized to perform assigned research and development 
projects by contract with private business entities, educational research institu- 
tions, or other agencies of the Government, through one or more of the military 
departments or by utilizing employees and consultants of the Department of 
Defense. 

(3) There is authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be necessary 
for the purposes of paragraph 2 of this subsection. 

Then into ARPA. 

The Cuarrman. Now, that brings me—now, there is the sitaution. 

Now, that brings me down to propound questions to someone in the 
Department: Why shouldn’t we repeal section 7 of public law 

Mr. Ketiener. Public Law 325. 

The Cuamman. February 12, 1958 ? 

Now, what I am driving at is to put it all, as we thought it would 
be, under the Director of Research and Engineering. And of course 

’ gu £ 
from our report and the conference report—did you read that last ? 

Read our report on support of this bill. Read the committee’s 
report. 

r. KetLeHer. You have it. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, here it is right here. 

Now, this is what we said when we put this bill before the House. 
This was agreed to by the Senate. This is a statement of the managers 
on the part of the House. 

Mr. Ketiener. No. sir. This is the House report. 

The CHarman. Well, all right. 

Now, here is our report, when we supported this section. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ketieuer. It is House Report No. 1765, 85th Congress, to ac- 
company H.R. 12541. 

Director of Research and Engineering. From the testimony pre- 
sented and from prior hearings on the subject of research and devel- 
opment, the committee is of the firm opinion that the Secretary of 
Defense has need for a principal assistant on scientific and technical 
matters. 

The research and engineering activities of the Department have become so 
extensive and varied in nature as to require a director whose sole function is 
to perform overall supervision of those activities and to direct and control 
those which the Secretary considers to require centralized management. 

The responsibilities of the Director of Defense Research and Engineering will 
be of such far-reaching importance to the Department as a whole that the com- 
mittee feels he should be a member of the Armed Forces Policy Council and have 
so provided in this legislation. 

In the interest of giving the Secretary of Defense as great freedom as pos- 
sible in this area, the bill authorizes him or his designee, subject to the ap- 
proval of the President, to engage in basic and applied research projects which 
pertain to weapons systems and other military requirements. Such work may 
under the terms of this bill be performed by contract with private business con- 
cerns, educational research institutions or other agencies of the Government 
through one or more of the military departments or by using employees or 
consultants to the Department of Defense. It should be readily apparent that 
freedom of action for the Secretary is the aim here. 
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At the present time the Advanced Research Projects Agency administratively 
created by the Secretary to implement the provisions of the act of February 
12, 1958, engages in advanced research projects essential to the responsibilities 
of the Department of Defense relative to military requirements. 

In addition, in order to accommodate research and advanced space projects 
as designated by the President, this same Agency is granted this authority for 
the period of 1 year from February 12, 1958. 

The Cuamman. That is on space. 

Mr. Kewiener. That is right, space only. That is now executed, of 
course. 

The Secretary of Defense has testified that it is his intention that the Director 
of Research and Engineering will have overall supervision and control of all 
research and development within the Department of Defense, including that 
performed under the existing Advanced Research Projects Agency. 

The latter Agency presently has procurement authority to enter into research 
contracts. The committee feels that such procurement authority should be 
under centralized control in those defense agencies outside of the military de 
partments, rather than leaving such authority in ARPA and giving the same 
authority to the Director of Research and Engineering. Therefore, it has pro- 
vided that such procurement authority restricted to the fields of research and 
development shall be granted to the Secretary or his designee. By so doing 
the committee expresses the intent that such authority be concentrated in a 
single agency, the Director of Research and Engineering, rather than dissemi- 
nated through other agencies. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, as far 

Mr. Ketiener. There is one more paragraph, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee recognizes that ARPA will continue to have authority to en- 
gage in advanced space projects until February 12, 1959, unless otherwise 
restricted by law or by the direction of the Secretary of Defense. At the 
same time it recognizes that some such projects will be of a primary military 
significance and that some provision must be made for continued military 
participation in this area. Therefore, in section 9 of the bill, the Secretary 
of Defense or his designee, subject to the approval of the President, is author- 
ized to engage in basic and applied research projects essential to military re- 
quirements. It is intended by these provisions to authorize the Secretary 
of Defense or his designee to engage in outer space projects beyond February 
12, 1959, if such projects have primary military significance and are not pre- 
cluded projects, and are approved by the President. 


The Cuarrman. It seems to me this: As it is set up today there are 
two agencies in the Department of Defense that have contract author- 
ity by statute. 

Now, the thought is running through my mind whether that should 
exist. Because the Secretary has the authority to make contracts 
through the Advanced Research Projects Agency. He has the au- 
thority to make contracts through Research and Engineering. 

Now, all I am hoping to do is to develop the thought that there 
should be one agency and one agency alone that has the authority 
in the Department of Defense to make contracts. 

Now, with all that background—I want to apologize to these dis- 
tinguished witnesses for trespassing on their time. But we must 
clear these matters up. 

Now, Dr. York—— 

Mr. Kitpay. May I ask a question before you leave this? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kirpay. Did the Secretary of Defense subsequent to the Re- 
organization Act of 1958 take any action with reference to the various 
powers of ARPA and the Research and Engineering ? 

Secretary York. Is that a question for me, sir? 
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Mr. Kitpay. Yes. 

Secretary Yorx. The answer is “Yes.” 

On December 30 of last year there was issued a Department of 
Defense directive, which I can submit for the Klis. 4 But just 
for now, I might read a little bit of it. 


Subject : Department of Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency. 
Then it goes into “General.” At the end of that paragraph, it says: 


Advanced Research Projects Agency is hereby established as an operating 
research and development agency of the Department of Defense under the di- 
rection and supervision of the Director of Defense Research and Engineering. 

So this first paragraph, which is the new directive for ARPA, es- 
tablishes it as an agency operating under my direction and supervision. 

“Organization responsibility” is paragraph 2 of this new directive. 
It says: 

The Agency will be responsible for basic and applied research and develop- 
ment for such advanced projects as the Director of Defense Research and 
Engineering assigns. 

The way it works essentially is this. I mean this is my understand- 
ing of it, for what it is worth. 

Public Law 85-599 gives the Director of Defense Research and 
Engineering, as was read earlier, the authority to direct and control 
research and engineering activities that the Beiiittery deems to re- 
quire centralized management. 

The Advanced Research Projects Agency is a group of people that 
formerly was organized independently, but now with this new di- 
rective is put directly under my supervision. The Advanced Research 
Projects ncy is the mechanism that I have chosen to fulfill the 
authority under (3) in the Reorganization Act of 1958. 

In other words, the research and engineering activities that the 
Secretary deems should be centralized that I should perform, I per- 
form by assigning them to ARPA, because ARPA has the people of 
the necessary competence and so on to carry these projects out. 

Mr. Kixpay. I believe the statute which was read gave the Secretary 
of Defense or his designee. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Secretary York. Yes, and I am his designee in this aspect. 

Mr. Kitpay. Then did the Secretary of Defense designate ARPA 
or did he designate you? 

Secretary York. The way—again, I am not a lawyer, but the fact 
of the matter is the Secretary designates me to carry out the functions 
in the Reorganization Act. And one of those functions is to direct 
— — research and engineering activities that should be cen- 
tralized. 

I do that by assigning them to the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency and then subsequently reviewing the work that they per- 

orm. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is the important part. 

Secretary York. Yes. 

Mr. Kizpay. Because you could not delegate a power which had 
been delegated to you. 

So they actually report to you? 

Secretary York. Yes, indeed, 
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Mr. Kinpay. And the action is taken in your name. 

Secretary York. Yes. 

Mr. Kinpay. That is all I have. 

Secretary York. The project orders are signed by the Director of 
ARPA—what does it say ? 

General Berrs. For. 

Secretary Yorx. For the Director of Research and Engineering. 

The Cuarrman. In view of your answer, that the directive has 
already been granted, why there could be no harm come about if the 
language creating the agency that was later on designated “Advanced 
Research Projects Agency” is repealed. 

Mr. Krwpay. What we did actually was to give the Secretary of 
Defense the power to create. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Mr. Kirpay. And he did that. 

Then after the Reorganization Act, he re-created ARPA but as a 
subordinate of Dr. York’s. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Kizpay. Isn’t that correct ? 

The Cnatrman. That is right. 

Secretary York. That is the way it has been done and that is the 
way it works. 

Mr. Ketiener. I don’t believe that is correct, as a matter of fact. 

ARPA existed before there was any law. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kizpay. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. ARPA is not mentioned in any of these laws. 
Congress merely gave an authority to the Secretary of Defense. So 
far as I know, there was no re-creation of that agency after the law 
was enacted. 

Mr. Krpay. The Doctor just read it, from the directive of the Sec- 
retary of Defense. 

Mr. Ketxiener. Does it do that? 

Secretary York. There is a directive dated December 30. 

Mr. Ketxener. The first sentence you said. 

Secretary York. It says: 

Pursuant to the authority vested in the Secretary of Defense and the pro- 
visions of the National Security Act of 1947, as amended, including the Depart- 
ment of Defense Reorganization Act of 1958, Advanced Research Projects Agency 
is hereby established. 

Mr. Kirpay. Established. 

Secretary York (reading) : 

As an operating research and development agency of the Depart- 
ment of Defense under the direction and supervision of the Director 
of Defense Research and Engineering. 

This is dated December 30, 1959. 

Mr. Ketiener. But prior to that time it had not been re-created 
pursuant to law. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketitener. This was only done at this time, not 2 years ago. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Now, then, the committee can understand there are two agencies, 
then, in the Department that can make contracts ? 
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Secretary York. I don’t know what the legalism involved here is. 
I would like to ask our Assistant General Counsel to comment on 
that. 

The Cuarrman. Clear that up. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Mr. Stempler. 

The Cuarrman. What I am driving at is to have one agency to 
make contracts in the Department of Defense. Because the Depart- 
ment of Defense has no authority to make contracts. The contracts 
are made by the separate departments, except in this one instance. 

Now, the Advanced Research Projects Agency is delegated by the 
Director of Research and Engineering to make the contracts, or the 
contmacts have to be made in the name of the Research and Engineer- 
ing? 

Mr. Stempter. It is your former case. In the Reorganization Act of 
1958 that section which related to contracting, which had been con- 
tained in section 7 of your previous public works bill, was repealed 
and the authority was placed in the Secretary of Defense or his 
designee, in the section that Mr. Kelleher just read, contained in the 
Reorganization Act of 1958. 

So, therefore, at the moment the authority rests only in the Secretary 
of Defense or his designee—not in ARPA in its own right. 

In carrying this out, the directive which the Secretary of Defense 
issued reestablishing ARPA was not done pursuant to section 7, but 
rather, pursuant to the 1958 amendments. 

Mr. Ketiener. Right. 

Mr. Sremrpter. And this changes the whole character of it, mak- 
ing it an agency under Dr. York. And they derive their contracting 
authority from the Secretary of Defense through Dr. York, and they 
issue their order in the name of the Director of Defense Research and 
Engineering. 

The Cuarrman. Then all contracts have to be under the direction 
of the Director of Research and Engineering ? 

Mr. Stempter. This is true. 

The Cuatrman. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Stempter. Thisistrue. And as you know 

The CHarmman. Well, that is what I am driving at. I just want 
to know who is going to make the contracts. 

Mr. Stempter. Well, as to that point 

The Cuatrman. Wait 1 minute. Let’s clear it up. Don’t be hesi- 
tant about answering the question. 

Can the Research Agency, General Betts, make any contract, or he 
has to make the contracts in the name of Research and Engineering? 

Mr. Stempter. If he were to make a contract, it would be the latter 
case. It would be in the name of the Director of Research and Engi- 
neering. 

The Cuarrman. That isright. Then that clears it up. 

Then the record shows that there is only one contracting agency in 
the Department of Defense in this field, which is the Director of 
Research and Engineering. Now that isclear, is it? 

Mr. Stempcer. This isclear, 

But as I am certain the Chair recognizes, ARPA does not enter into 
contracts itself. Most of it is done by the services for ARPA, you 
see. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. It is done in the name of the Office of 
Research and Engineering by the Department. 

Mr. Srempter. That is true. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. Allright. Well, that isthe same 

Mr. Arenps. All contracts affecting ARPA are done through this 
Research and Engineering? All contracts affecting ARPA are done 
through the Research and Engineering, Dr. York ? 

Secretary York. They are all done under my supervision and 
direction. 

The Cuamman, That is right. 

Secretary York. And with my approval. 

Mr. Gavin. The actual contracts are let by the departments; is 
that not right? 

Secretary York. They are virtually all let by the departments. 

Mr. Gavin. That is right. 

Secretary York. Or by the—— 

Mr. Gavin. So you are not involved in actually letting any contracts 
or awarding any contracts ? 

Secretary York. Not personally. When they are done—— 

Mr. Gavin. I mean your department. 

Secretary York. That is right, 

Mr. Gavin. You recommend. 

Secretary York. They are nearly all done through the services. 
They can also be done directly by the Secretary of Defense. 

The CuatrmMan. Now to get the record straight, could the Advanced 
Research Projects Agency enter into a contract, itself? 

Mr. Ketiener. On its own cognizance. 

The Cuairman. On its own authority or its own cognizance ? 

Mr. Stemprer. No. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy, Let’s carry that one step farther. 

The CuarrMan. Get the record straight here. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, can we carry that one step farther. 

Can Dr. York delegate his authority to enter into that contract to 
ARPA? Doesn’t he have to do it himself ? 

Secretary York. It is actually done—— 

The Cuarrman. As I understand, the Secretary has the authority, 
and he delegates authority to the Research and Engineering. 

I would say that, under the language, the Secretary could designate 
General Betts of Advanced Research Projects Agency to make the 
contract, because the power is in the Secretary to delegate and he is 
using Dr. York as his main designee, but he could use General Betts 
as his designee, don’t you see, and meet the requirement of the statute. 

Mr. Harpy. Can he have more than one designee ? 

The CHatrman. Yes; I would say he could have as many as he 
wants. Ifthe man has the power to delegate, he is not limited unless 
it is fixed by statute, and he can delegate it to a dozen or more. 

Mr. Harpy. That was my question. But a designee has no power 
to delegate. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, no; the designee. 

Mr. Harpy. If Dr. York is supervising it and he is the designee, 
then he can’t delegate it to ARPA. 
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Mr. Rivers. Answer that question; is that right 

Mr. Srempter. He could not delegate to ARPA for them to go in 
their own right, but he could have them act as agents to carry out his 
orders. 

Mr. Harpy. So a designee. The Secretary of Defense can consti- 
tute anybody as his agent to carry out an order. Isn’t there any dif- 
ference between that and delegation of authority ? 

Mr. Srempter. I think there is this difference. When an order is 
issued from ARPA, so to speak, for the Air Force to enter into a con- 
tract, ARPA does not issue it in their own name. It is for the Direc- 
tor of Research and Engineering. 

Mr. Harpy. The Director of Research and Engineering doesn’t have 
the remotest idea of what it is all about, under this system. He might 
not. 

Secretary York. No matter what is going on, I require a staff. I 
require a staff to do all of the things I am doing. 

- the case of those projects which are directly controlled, the 
staff I use is the Advanced Research Projects Agency. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, that might be desirable. But if the effect of 
what you are doing i is to delegate your own authority, I don’t know 
how it is done. 

The Cuarrman. I think we have cleared this matter up very firmly 
for the record, which shows conclusively that the Secretary of Defense 
under the authority of the law has authority to delegate. He can 
either use Dr. York or he can use General Betts of another agency. 
But there is only one agency—the Advanced Research is under the 
Director of Research and Engineering. 

Mr. Kitpay. But the way it is developed here—I don’t object to it. 
I think it is all right probably. It is that the Secretary of Defense 
has designated Dr. York. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kipay. Dr. York utilizes ARPA. 

The Caarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kirpay. But ARPA does not act on its own responsibility. 
It acts in the name of Dr. York. Therefore, Dr. York remains 
responsible for the action taken by ARPA. 

Mr. Rivers. Under the law. 

The Cuatrman. Thatisall straight. Allright. 

Now, with that cleared up, then what is your answer to taking 
out of the statute that section 7 of Public Law 85-325? 

Secretary York. Well, as far as I am concerned, what I need in 
order to carry out my functions is a group which is "capable in terms 
of the men it has on its staff, of controlling and directing that research 
which we want to have centralized. 

For that purpose, we are using—and it is my wish to continue to 
easiwthe Advanced Research Projects Agency. So I want to pre- 
serve the Advanced Research Projects Agency. 

I don’t fully understand all the ins and outs of the legal aspects, 
and I would like to ask General Counsel again to answer the question 
from that point of view. 

The Cramman. All right. Let the General Counsel answer it. 
What objection, then, in view of the way it is operating, to take 
away the direct authority that was given to Advanced Research 
Projects Agency ? 
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Mr. Stempter. From my look-see this morning, I would see no—— 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Srempter. From my look-see this morning, I would see no 
objection to the repeal of the remainder of section 7, so called. 

The Cxatrman. That is right. Then we are doing orderly 
legislating. 

Now I suggest, if it meets with the approval of the committee, that 
the General Counsel and Mr. Kelleher and General Betts all get 
together and frame up what proper amendment should deal with it. 
Because you may run into the question of carryovers and all of those 
kinds of things. But it would clarify the atmosphere. Because 
we are all striving to hold Dr. York’s agency as the main one and 
coordinate it all under him, and without having jumping up all over 
the Department of Defense new growths and new agencies and those 
kind of things. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, in those conferences I think that our 
counsel should bear in mind that we originally put the ARPA pro- 
vision in the public works bill after Mr. McElroy said he was going 
to do it—— 

Mr. Rivers. Anyway. 

Mr. Kirpay. Administratively. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kirapy. And there had always existed a fundamental differ- 
ence between the General Counsel of the Department of Defense and 
this committee as to the inherent powers of the Secretary of Defense. 

The Cuatrman. We are not—— 

Mr. Kiztpay. He had always contended—he is no longer here— 
that he had all of the powers of title 5 of the United States Code. This 
committee contended to the contrary. 

The Cyaan. That is right. 

Mr. Kirpay. So that in the event this is repealed, I think our coun- 
sel should be on the alert as to whether the status quo that existed 
prior to the statute on ARPA could reasonably be claimed to exist 
again. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. 

The Cuamman. Yes, we will. At least we won’t do anything that 
is going to take away the authority of this committee on that matter. 
Because I think we were on sound ground when we disagreed with the 
General Counsel of the Air Force. 

But I do— 

Mr. Kirpay. Of the Department of Defense. 

The CHarrman. But I do think this. The Reorganization Act 
preserves the activity of the Advanced Research Projects Agency. 
Because it is framed there that the Secretary has the authority to do 
these things and he can delegate these things. I think it will clear it 
up. Let’s see about it anyhow. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s go. 

The Cuarrman. All right. That brings us down—now, Dr. York, 
tell the committee this. How much money—well, we have it here. 
I am not going to ask you that, [Laughter. ] 

That is not our jurisdiction. 

Mr. Harpy. It wouldn’t hurt us to know, Mr. Chairman, would it? 

The Cuarrman. What? 
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Mr. Harpy. It wouldn’t hurt us to find out, would it, Mr. Chairman. 
The Cuarman. Briefly tell the committee now how much con- 
struction authorization the Advanced Research Projects Agency has 
entered into contracts for. Also, how much money the Appropria- 
tions Committee has made available to the Director of Research and 
Engineering. And how much has been spent. Give us a little back- 
ground, so we will be in a little bit more intelligent position to know 
what is in the appropriation bill. Because we get the bill on Monday 
morning and then Tuesday at 12 o’clock we have to vote on it. We 
don’t know much about it, so let?’s-—— 

Mr. Rivers. On that point, maybe Dr. York has a statement to 
make, or something on that procedure. Let’s find out what he has. 

Secretary York. With the chairman’s permission, I would like to 
ask General Betts to answer that question. And he does have a state- 
ment in this regard. 

The Cuartrman. I will come to General Betts. But you being the 
head of all of it, I wanted to call on you first. But if you would pre- 
fer to let General Betts make his statement, which only relates, as I 
have read it, to the $20 million, it is all right. I think we might get 
a little background from you on what this agency that we created in 
the Reorganization Act is doing. Without going into too much de- 
tail, you can tell us something. 

Secretary York. You want this for the—what is it? I am afraid 
I didn’t follow your question, Mr. Chairman. 

The Caatrman. Well, how much money does the Appropriations 
Committee make available in the 1960 budget and how much is asked 
for in the 1961 budget for the Director of Research and Engineering? 

Secretary York. In 1960 the NOA request was $455 million. In 
1961—yes. In 1960 the appropriation was $455 million. In fiscal 
year 1961, the request is 215 million. 

There have been during the course of 1960 a number of — 
with regard to what ARPA is responsible for, and this accounts for 
this rather major change between the 2 years. 

Mr. Durnam. Does that—— 

The CHatrman. I see here— 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question at this point? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Durnam. I am certainly glad to have the Doctor before us this 
morning. For 15 years he has been coming before another commit- 
tee. And, of course, I was elated when he was made head of this 
research project, of the overall Defense Establishment. 

Now, Dr. York, that doesn’t include the entire research money for 
the Army, Navy, and Air Force? 

Secretary York. No. This is the money that would be—— 

Mr. Durnam. But you do have supervision over that, in a way ? 

Secretary York. That is correct. 

Mr. Duruam. That is just a small amount of the research funds 
that you actually — 

Secretary York. That is correct. 

Mr. Duruam. I hope that is correct. Because that certainly was 
the intent. 

Secretary Yorx. That is correct. 
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Mr. Durnam. Or my belief, that we were putting you in charge, 
somewhat overall in charge of all of these projects, of the whole 
service. 

Secretary York. Yes. This is just the amount that is involved in 
the centrally controlled projects. 

Mr. Duruam. I think we should have the entire funds, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the Director of Research and Development supervises 
overall. 

The Cuairman. Doctor, will you put that in the record, the total 
amount in the Department of Defense, which includes your office 
and the three services, that has been made available in 1960, and I 
will ask for it in 1961, for research, development, and engineering. 
Do that. Put it all in the record. 

Secretary York. Yes, sir. 

The Crarman. Now, the amount that was directly appropriated 
to you you said was how much ? 

Secretary York. In fiscal year 1960, 455 million. In fiscal year 
1961, the request is 215 million. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, how much in 1959 went to ARPA ? 

Secretary York. In 1959? The appropriation was $520 million. 

The Cuarrman. For defense research projects? 

Secretary York. Yes. In 1959, the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency had 520 million. In 1960, 455 million. And in 1961, 215 
million. 

This decrease is due to the fact that during the course of these 
several years the most expensive projects within ARPA have, in 
fact, been transferred to the services. 

The Cuarrman. Now, then 

Mr. Durnam. Just at that point. You contract for that directly 
with your agency. 

Secretary York. Actually, ARPA did—the contracting for vir- 
tually all of this was done through one of the services, through one 
or another of the services. 

Mr. Duruam. Through one of the services ? 

The CyHatman. Then, tell the committee what direct contracts 
the Advanced Research Projects Agency made, itself, and not through 
any of the services? 

ecretary York. I can’t dothat myself. It is very small. 

(Confers. ) 

Secretary York. About $1 million, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Secretary York. I can get that in detail for the record. It is a 
very small part of this. 

The CuHarrman. Put it in the record. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, at this point, Doctor, will you give 
us how many personnel at the present time is included in your 
buildup of the Agency, since you took over ? 
ene York. Now, you mean how much of an increase has there 

n 

Mr. DurHam. No; I am not worried about the increase. 

Secretary York. The total number of people. 

Mr. Duruam. I am wondering how many scientists and how many 
people you have working on this job at the present time. 
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Secretary York. About 220, in addition to ARPA. And ARPA 
has about—— 

General Berrs. One hundred professional. 

Secretary York. About 100, 

General Berrs. Professional. 

Mr. Duruam. In other words, you only got about 300 people work- 
ing on the total amount of research funds donated by the Congress, 
or authorized and appropriated by the Congress ? 

General Berrs. Well 

Mr. Duruam. For all the services? 

General Berts. Well, about 300 in my office. 

Mr. DurHam. Well, I am talking about that. 

General Berrs. Right. But—— 

Mr. Duruam. The field is much larger, of course. 

General Brerrs. The services have much larger numbers of people. 

The Cuarrman. Then you have associated with your Agency, as 
the Director of Research and Engineering, including the Advanced 
Research Projects Agency, approximately 300 people? 

General Betts. Approximately 300 people. 

The Cuamrman. The Department has a great many more, of course. 

General Berrs. There is another group which comes under my 
supervision, but performs most of its work for the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and works directly on problems directly assigned to them. It is 
really a group of people that can best be described as being provided 
by my office for the Joint Chiefs. That adds about another 100. But 
they are not engaged in supervising the Research and Engineering 
of the Department of Defense. They are—this is the Weapons 
Systems Evaluation Group, that I am sure you are familiar with, 
that was set up to assist the Joint Chiefs. 

The Cuatrman. Now let’s let 

Mr. Durnam. That is a civilian group, primarily; isn’t it? 

General Berts. It is largely civilian, but it has a large military 
component. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman, could I ask one question ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brennerr. Twice you have said that the various branches of 
the armed services have acted as the conduit for doing things for 
ARPA. And yet earlier in your testimony I understood you to say 
that you, as Director of Research, make these contracts. I am a bit 
confused as to the record at the moment, where you have said you, 
as Director, actually do this and yet you have said twice that the 
various services act as the conduit vehicle for that which ARPA does. 
In the case where ARPA does it, you do it, too ? 

Secretary York. It is a matter of administrative mechanics. With 
regard to those projects which we want to keep very close control 
of through all of the various mechanisms that enable close control, in 
particular that of directly controlling the money, these projects have 
been assigned by my office to the Advanced Research Projects Agency 
to monitor. 

In other words, the scientists and engineers and the administrators 
and so on who monitor these projects are in General Betts’ part of 
my organization. Those projects where we don’t find it necessary or 
don’t believe it is correct to monitor them so closely, are monitored 
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by another part of my staff. It is simply a matter of administrative 
mechanics, 

Mr. Bennett. But you actually do it, rather than ARPA doing it; 
don’t you? 

Secretary York. Well, the Director of ARPA, like the directors 
of my technical offices, are all responsible directly to me. 

The Cuarman. You are the boss? 

Secretary York. Yes; I think that is the right way to say it. I 
am the boss, sure. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Secretary—excuse me. 

Mr. Bennett. Go ahead. , 

Mr. Lanxrorpv. What is the need for this division between your 
outfit and ARPA ¢ 

Secretary York. There is no division. ARPA is a part of my 
office. But there are certain projects where in order to get the degree 
of control necessary, the Secretary of Defense has decided they ought 
to be centrally executed. And for these projects we use the Advanced 
Research Projects Agency. Others—and this is the bulk of the work 
in the Department of Defense: The way we handle it is by reviewing 
the proposals that the services make and then either approving them 
or disapproving them or sometimes modifying them. 

The difference between how we handle the ARPA part and the 
other part, which is over 90 percent of it, is simply a matter, that is 
largely a matter of the degree of control which we exercise. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I still don’t see why you keep making this dis- 
tinction between your agency and ARPA. 

Secretary Yorn. I don’t 

Mr. Lanxrorp. You said it again just then, that 90 percent of it 
was handled by your agency, but 10 percent of it is handled by ARPA. 
Why isn’t ARPA integrated into your agency ? 

Secretary York. Well, it is integrated in. It is essentially inte- 
grated in. Itisaseparate group of people. 

The CuatrMan. If we repeal what Congress did with reference to 
authorizing the Secretary to create the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency, why then it will not be in anyone’s mind that there is a divi- 
sion or two sections. And that is one of the advantages of getting 
it out of the picture. 

Mr. Rivers. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Now we have a very fine statement from General 
Betts, who is the commanding officer of this portion of the Research 
and Engineering. I am going to start this portion of Research and 
Engineering. Because that is what it is from the testimony. We will 
get rid of his advanced research projects designation if we get it off the 
statute book. 

Mr. Kinpay. If we were to leave that on and change “agency” to 
“division,” you wouldn’t have that difficulty. 

The CuatrmMan. Go ahead, General, and make your statement about 
the $20 million in here. 

General Berrs. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
appreciate this opportunity to appear before you and explain the re- 
quest to amend title I'V of the Military Construction Act of 1958 to in- 
crease authorization from $50 million to $73,545,000, and title TV, 
section 401, of the military construction authorization bill, which 
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would authorize an additional $20 million for installations and facili- 
ties required for advanced research projects. 

As you are undoubtedly aware, clarification of the role to be filled 
by the Advanced Research Projects Agency in the Defense Depart- 
ment’s overall research and development program has recently been 
provided by the Secretary of Defense. Consequently, many projects 
in the fields of space science and technology which were formerly 
under the cognizance of the Advanced Research Projects Agency have 
been, or are in the process of being, transferred to the Departments of 
the Army, Navy, and Air Force or to the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration. The advanced research projects currently 
assigned us include ballistic missile defense, solid propellant chemistry, 
materials research, and research related to the nuclear test moratorium. 

Initial construction authority for advanced research projects in the 
amount of $50 million was authorized by Public Law 85-685. Appro- 
priations to satisfy this authority were authorized in Public Law 85- 
852. These funds, not to exceed $50 million, were to be derived by 
transfer from the appropriation “Salaries and expenses, Advanced 
Research Projects Agency.” 

Title LII, Public Law 86-149, contained authorization in the amount 
of $23,545,000 for operational construction for the reconnaissance 
satellite program and the missile very early warning satellite pro- 
gram. These two programs at that time were still in the research 
stage under ARP A’s cognizance, but their transfer to the Air Force 
as operational systems was contemplated. 

Public Law 86-275 appropriated $23,545,000 for these projects, not 
to the Air Force but directly to the ARPA construction account citing 
the authorization contained in Public Law 85-685. 

H.R. 10220 will provide authorization to cover the direct. appro- 
priation of $23,545,000 and permit the additional transfers, to be 
made as required, to the amount, that is $50 million, authorized to be 
transferred by Public Law 85-852, which was the fiscal year 1959 
appropriation. 

As of December 31, 1959, ARPA has utilized $28 million of the 
original authorization of $50 million. The principal projects in- 
volved were large booster test and launching stands required in the 
reconnaissance and early warning satellite programs and the clustered 
booster project, formerly under ARPA cognizance. Detailed listings 
are contained in semiannual reports made to the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House in compliance with section 403 
of the Military Construction Act of 1958. 

The balance of the $50 million authority still available, approxi- 
mately $22 million, plus the $20 million requested for 1961, is required 
primarily for the construction of a radar and associated computer 
research complex on Roi-Namur Island in the Kwajalein Atoll as a 
part of ARPA’s program of advanced research leading to the devel- 
opment of ballistic missile defense systems beyond that of Nike-Zeus. 
A small portion of the $22 million authority remaining available for 
commitment in fiscal year 1960 will be devoted to the completion of 
several other projects for which construction has already begun. 

The complete Roi-Namur complex, as presently conceived, will be 
composed of two advanced radar instruments sited to take ad vantage 
of Nike-Zeus target missiles to be fired from Johnston Island, as well 
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as other missiles launched from the Pacific missile range. Important 
data will be obtained, compared, and interpreted through a coordinat- 
ing computer installation. From studies utilizing this radar-com- 
puter complex, to include the Nike-Zeus radars, it is hoped that tech- 
niques may be developed to enhance greatly our capability to dis- 
criminate between missile warheads and decoys, from the midcourse 
through reentry phases of the trajectory. ‘There is also the possi- 
bility that considerably improved radars will emerge to be incorpor- 
ated as essential components of missile defense systems capable of 
combating future offensive threats. Of more immediate potential 
value is the possibility of obtaining information from research utiliz- 
ing this facility which will contribute to improved capabilities in the 
Nike-Zeus system concept of terminal intercept. 

Location of the facility at Roi-Namur is dictated largely by the 
island’s proximity to the Kwajalein-Johnston Nike-Zeus target missile 
range. Observation of target missiles now planned for Nike-Zeus 
tests is expected to yield invaluable data not otherwise obtainable with- 
out incurring the cost of providing similar, appropriately adapted 
missiles. 

Although initial construction effort on Roi-Namur has been planned 
and budgeted by ARPA for fiscal year 1960, an additional authori- 
zation of $20 million is essential to cover the total estimated cost of 
construction. Construction of this complex will be carried out 
through the Army Corps of Engineers. 

This concludes my prepared statement. 

The CHarrMan. Thank you very much, General. Now, let’s see if 
I can’t prove to you that you have the money and you don’t need this 
$20 million. 

Now let’s figure it this way. From your statement and my investi- 
gation, we had $50 million to start off with; didn’t we? 

General Berrs. Right. 

The Cuarrman. All right. They made that available by trans- 
ferring money from what agency ? 

General Berts. By authorizing the transfer to that from the salaries 
and expenses. 

The Crarrman. That is right. 

General Brrrs. Of moneys allowed to ARPA. 

The Carman. Then in your organization, within ARPA, they 
said, “You take some of the salaries and these other things and that is 
where you are going to get your $50 million.” 

General Berrs. That is right, sir. 

The CuatrrmMan. You got that; didn’t you? You had $50 million 
to your credit; didn’t you ? 

General Berrs. We have that authority ; that is right. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then of that, you have only spent $28 
million ? 

General Berrts. That is right, sir. 

The Crarrman. All right. What is the difference, then, between 
the 28 and 50? 

General Berrs. The 22 which we mentioned in the statement. 

The Cramman. Twenty-three. 

Mr. Kertiener. Twenty-two. 
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The Cuarmman. Twenty-two. All right, why haven’t you still $22 
million to your credit ? 

General Berrs. I still have 22, but the fiscal year—the total—— 

The Cuamman. Let’s forget about what happened—— 

General Berrs. But I have a $70-million program that is involved. 

The Cuamman. What? 

General Brrrs. You see the 20 million is to round out the rest of 
the funds necessary to build up this radar computer complex which 
is required for the ballistic missile—— 

The Cuarrman. Well, you had $50 million and you spent of that 
$50 million, $28 million. 

General Berrs. I had 50 million authorization, and of that I used 
28 million authorization ; that is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. [| am still confused. 

Mr. DurHam. Well 

The Cuamman. You only had to start off with $50 million. 

General Berrs. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And the appropriation made it available to you. 
That is right. They transferred enough from salaries to make to 
your credits 

General Berrs. I have the authority to take it out of the salaries 
and expenses ; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. They transferred enough from salaries to make to 
your credit somewhere in the Treasury Department or in your de- 
partment, $50 million. 

General Berrs. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. And then of that money—you had it 
all there, and then you only contracted for $28 million. 

General Berrs. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then you had the difference, which is 
$22 million, 22, which I expect to use during this fiscal year. 

The CuHarrman. All right. You need no authorization, because 
you have got the authorization for the $50 million, and the $50 million 
has been made available to you. 

General Berrs. That is right, sir. But that is for fiscal 1960. But 
I still have a $20 million effort in fiscal year 1961. And the 20 we are 
requesting is the authority for the fiscal 1961. 

Mr. Bares. Seventy, instead of 50. 

General Berrs. The program is a $70 million program. 

Mr. Kowatsxt. It is a total of 70, instead of 50. 

Mr. Harpy. He has more money than he had authorization. He 
had this $50 million authorization and he had funds to match that. 
In addition to that, he had $23 million in funds but he didn’t have 
any authority to match it. Isn’t that about the situation? 

The Cuarrman. Of course—— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I think everyone understands. 

Mr. Krrcentn. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Kircur. Let me ask this question to see that this is cleared 
up. Under the program you have now, you need $42 million ¢ 

General Berrs. That is right, sir. 








Mr. Krrcutn. You will have 22 out of the original 50? 
General Berts. That is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Krrenin. That you can draw. So you need 20 million in addi- 
tion to the 22 you have already authorized ¢ 

General Berrs. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. For 1961. 

The Cuatrman. Then the cost of this program, instead of being 
$50 million, is going to be $73 million. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. Seventy. 

General Berrs. In round numbers; 70, yes. 

The Cuarrman. All right, that takes care of it. 

Mr. Srrarron. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Yes, sir. - 

Mr, Srrarron. On the point Mr. Hardy made a while ago, in the 
middle of page 2 of your statement you said that Public Law 86-275 
appropriated $23,545,000 for these projects, not to the Air Force, but 
directly to you and cited an authorization in Public Law 85-685. 

Now this current bill is requesting an authorization for the same 
amount. Is that because you don’t think that the authorization con- 
tained in Public Law 86-275 holds water ? 

General Berrrs. Well, that is not going to be available to ARPA 
because that $23 million and the authorization attendant thereto is 
supposed to apply to the Air Force reconnaissance statellite and very 
early warning satellite programs. And if this authority is given to 
me, since I already have in ARPA the appropriation, at the appro- 
priate time the authority and the appropriation will be transferred 
to the Air Force for those programs. 

Mr. Srrarron. You mean you have the money but the appropria- 
tion didn’t go to ARPA, is that it ? 

General Brrrs. The appropriation came to ARPA—— 

Mr. Srratron. I mean the authorization. 

General Brerrs. For that $23 million, but the authority did not, the 
authority to use it; that is right, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Without objection, we will approve this item and 
section 402, and section (b) as to section 502 is just merely setting 
the figures right. Without objection, sections 401, 402, and (b) as 
to 502 are approved. 

Now, I want to lay before the committee a very important 
matter 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Are you finished with Dr. York? 

The Carman. No; not yet. It relates to this scientific group of 
the department. 

Mr. Kelleher, read this document that we received yesterday after- 
noon. And this involves abandonment of a $15 million expenditure 
that is just about completed. And now they are getting ready to 
abandon. And we are finding that the Air Force is abandoning other 
things, after we spent large sums of money. We just want to see how 
clear the thinking is on these projects. 

Mr. Arenps. Inthe Air Force? 

The Crrarman. Inthe Air Force. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, I want you to listen. And this comes under 
Dr. York and General Betts and all of you there. That is the reason 
I want to lay it before the committee right now. It shows the duplica- 
tion that is going on in the construction and expenditures of large 
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sums of money, and then they abandon it and start up again and use 
the money somewhere else. This is a clear case of how well these 
things are thought out. 

Mr. Ketiener (reading) : 


HISTORY 


AFP No. 67, the Georgia Nuclear Laboratories, was designed and constructed 
by the request of the Air Force. The purpose of the plant is to study the effects 
of radiation upon the materials, components, and subsystems of nuclear-propelled 
vehicles. Lockheed purchased 10,500 acres of land, at a price of $500,000 for 
this purpose and deeded it to the Air Force. The Air Force then expended 
about $15 million for facilities and equipment. Another $5 million was expended 
in operating contracts to date, making a total for facilities, equipment, and 
training of manpower, of about $20 million. The assembling and training of this 
staff of people to its present state of competence is, along with the facility itself, 
a great national asset. It represents millions of dollars of taxpayers’ money, 
and the assets and the money would be dissipated almost completely by the 
closure of Dawsonville and the consequent loss of the team of people. 


CONTRACT PICTURE 


AFP No. 67 is currently funded at a level of about $3 million per year. This 
contract terminates on March 31, 1960. 

As a basis for a continuing contract, Lockheed has proposed a 2-year program 
of component testing. This program, requiring $4 million per year, would place 
in the hands of systems designers reliable design data for not only the manned 
nuclear airplane but all other nuclear propulsion programs as well. This would 
be by all odds the most useful and definitive program of its sort ever conducted, 
and it can only be done at AFP No. 67. 

The technical merits of this program have received support from the Air 
Force. The ANPO, the nuclear aircraft project office, from which contract 
funds traditionally come, feel themselves bound by instructions to stop programs 
of this sort, pending further development in powerplants. 


NEW INTERESTS 


There is no doubt whatever that the radiation effects problems arising from 
the nuclear airplane program are numerous and must be solved one way or an- 
other. Now, while an actual airplane development program may be several years 
away, may be the only time available to conduct such research as will be required 
to put such an airplane successfully into being. There is no doubt also that 
AFP No. 67, having been designed specifically for the purpose, is the very best 
place in which to solve them. In addition, however, the many new programs 
being undertaken by the Government are increasing the gravity of the problem. 
AFP No. 67 can and should support all these programs. Some of these programs 
are listed here. 

. Nuclear rocket: Such as the Rover project under NASA jurisdiction. 
. Nuclear ramjet : Such as the Pluto program under the ANPO. 

. Supersonic low altitude missiles. 

. Satellite nuclear auxiliary power. 

. Nuclear weapons effects studies. 

Army vehicle shielding. 

. Biomedical research. 

We already have contracts with NASA and with the Army Ordnance Corps 
in categories 1 and 6, and are seeking to broaden our efforts in all categories. 


“10D Ste Whe 


PULSED REACTORS 


New development in the missile and space field as well as certain weapons 
effects studies have made it advantageous to employ pulsed reactors as experi- 
mental tools. Because the other support facilities already exist at Dawsonville, 
this valuable tool can be added to AFP No. 67 for about $200,000. It is believed 
that for such a device to be built anywhere else, the cost would be between 
$500,000 and $1,500,000. 
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NEW FACILITIES 


We do not have accurate information on the facility planning of other 
agencies. It is believed, however, that considerable money will be spent in the 
next few years by various Government agencies for radiation effects facilities. 
Some of these possibilities are listed below. 

And these are headed “Steady State Large Irradiation-Space Reactors.” 


The CuHarrman. All right. 
( Balance of statement as follows :) 


STEADY STATE LARGE IRRADIATION-SPACE REACTORS 


Name Agency 
0 es a a er Air Force, Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base, Dayton, Ohio. 
Cp TS, Sea sm ae 


These two facilities are partially complete. 


PuLseD REACTORS 


Name Agency 

Sandia Pulse Reactor Facility__.__~-- Sandia Base (Air Force), Albuquerque, 
N. Mex. 

fg Phe e+. | eR eelgrass Diamond Ordnance Fuse Lab (Army), 
Washington, D.C. 

(Advanced Pulse Reactor) ~..._-__-___ Aberdeen Proving Ground (Army), 
Aberdeen, Md. 

hos Tie eae a i eg Pe Navy Medical Center (Navy), 


Bethesda, Md. 


The Cuarrman. Now, I call that to the attention of the committee 
and call it to the attention of this group of scientists that deal with 
these matters, that here is where we have just spent some $15 million 
building the facility and now it is going to be abandoned, and the 
same type of work, from this statement, is going to be carried on at 
different locations. 

Now, that is what worries the Congress, when they see these things 
happen. 

I saw it happen out here at an airbase 

Mr. Arenps. Bong. 

The Cuarrman. At Bong, in Wisconsin. We have seen it happen 
in other places. 

Now, we do hope that these things can be thought out so soundly 
that when you lay your hand to the plow, there is no turning back. 
That is a good expression, too. 

And when you go to make these large expenditures, you should know 
what you are going to do and they “should stand there. Instead of 
spending the money and then in a short time say, “Well, we will close 
these installations up and we will do it somewhere else, in some other 
way. 

a I want, on behalf of the committee, to express our thanks to 
the distinguished scientist, Dr. York, who is here this morning. It is 
the first opportunity we have had for him to appear before the com- 
mittee. The Nation has great confidence in him. And he shall have, 
I am confident, the support of the committee in making his agency, 
the Director of Research and Ex ngineering, a complete success. 

Doctor, we are delighted to have been honored by your presence here 
this morning. Thank you very much, and you gentlemen are all 
excused. 
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Secretary York. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHarrman. Now, the next section in the bill 
Mr. Kowatskr. Mr. Chairman, Tam going to have to go. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. All right, with the permission of the 
committee, we will excuse our distinguished colleague from Connecti- 
cut, Mr. Kowalski. Now, read the ‘general provisions. Now every- 
body stay here. We want to try to do some business here now. 

Mr. SLaTinsHEK. Section 501. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you, General Betts, and all of you. 

Mr. SiatTinsHEK. Section 501. “The Secretary of ‘each military 
department” 

he CHarrRMAN. Now, listen to this. 

Mr. Conetan. What page is this on ? 

Mr. SLATINsSHEK. Page 41 of the bill. 

Sec. 501. The Secretary of each military department may proceed to estab- 
lish or develop installations and facilities under this act without regard to 
sections 3648 and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (31 U.S.C. 529, 
40 U.S.C. 259, 267), and sections 4774(d) and 9774(d) of Title 10 United States 
Code. The authority to place permanent or temporary improvements on land 
includes authority for surveys, administration, overhead, planning, and super- 
vision incident to construction. That authority may be exercised before title 
to the land is approved under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as amended 
(40 U.S.C. 255), and even though the land is held temporarily. The authority 
to acquire real estate or land includes authority to make surveys and to ac 
quire land, and interests in land (including temporary use), by gift, purchase, 
exchange of Government-owned land, or otherwise. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, that is the same language that appears in 
every appropriation and authorization. Now, it is on page 41 of 
your bill. Section 501. It is the same language. It has been in 
every one since the beginning of time. All right. 

Now, section 502. 
Mr. SLATINSHEK (reading) : 








Sec. 502. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be nec- 
essary for the purposes of this act, but appropriations for public works projects 
authorized by titles I, II, III, and IV shall not exceed— 

(1) For title I: Inside the United States, $79,882,000; outside the United 
States, $14,808,000; section 102, $46,216,000; section 103, $17,500,000; or a 
total of $158,406,000. 

(2) For title II: Inside the United States, $85,767,000; outside the United 
States, $16,327,000; section 202, $18,257,000; section 2038, $17,500,000; or 
a total of $137,851,000. 

(3) For title III: Inside the United States, $229,541,000; outside the 
United States, $105,155,000; section 302, $323,600,000; section 308 
$17,500,000; or a total of $675,796,000. 

(4) For title IV: $20 million. 


The Cuartrman. Well, we will have to change all these figures in 
accordance with what we have done. In that connection, how much 
have we reduced the bill up to date? Read it out. Let’s all be quiet. 

Mr. Keviener. All right. 

The Army, Mr. Chairman: 1,094,000 added, 11,128,000 cut. With 
a net decrease of $10,034,000. 

In the Navy 





The Cuarrman. Wait a minute. The Army is reduced how much? 
Mr. Keiiener. The net reduction is $10,034,000. 

The CHarrmMan. $10,034,000. All right. 

How much is the Navy? 

Mr. Ketiener. Would you like the ups and downs? 
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The Cuarrman. No. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right. 

The net reduction is $4,481,000. 

The CuarrMan. $4,481,000. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. The Air Force: The net reduction is $24,648,000. 

The CuHarrman. $24,648,000. 

Mr. Keuitener. For a grand total—decrease in the bill—of 
$39,163,000. 

The CuHarrMaAn. $39 million—what? 

Mr. Keviener. $39,163,000. 

The CHarrMan. $163,000. 

Now, that is out of a bill for $1,033 million ? 

Mr. Ke.itener. $1,142 million. 

The CuarrMan. $1,142 million. 

Mr. Keviener. Minus this. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Fix the figures according to what we 
have finally done. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, section 503. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK (reading) : 

Sec. 503. Any of the amounts named in titles I, II, and III of this Act, may, in 
the discretion of the Secretary concerned, be increased by 5 per centum for proj- 
ects inside the United States (other than Alaska) and by 10 per centum for 
projects outside the United States or in Alaska. However, the total cost of all 
projects in each such title may not be more than the total amount authorized to 
be appropriated for projects in that title. 

The CHarrMan. That is all right. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. That is standard language. 

The Cuarrman. That is standard. A 5-percent variation. 

Without objection, that is approved. 

Section 505 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Section 504, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. 504. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK (reading) : 





Sec. 504. Whenever (1) the President determines that compliance with section 
2313(b) of Title 10 United States Code, for contracts made under this Act for 
the establishment or development of military installations and facilities in for- 
eign countries would interfere with the carrying out of this Act; and (2) the 
Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed upon alternative 
methods of adequately auditing those contracts, the President may exempt those 
contracts from the requirements of that section. 


The Cuairman. That isthe same. That isstandard, too. 
Mr. SLATINSHER. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. All right. 

505. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK (reading) : 


Sec. 505. Contracts for construction made by the United States for perform- 
ance within the United States, and its possessions, under this act shall be execu- 
ted under the jurisdiction and supervision of the Corps of Engineers, Department 
of the Army, or the Bureau of Yards and Docks, Department of the Navy, unless 
the Secretary of Defense determines that because such jurisdiction and super- 
vision is wholly impracticable such contracts should be executed under the juris- 
diction and supervision of another department or Government agency, and shal] 
be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a competitive basis to the lowest respon- 
sible bidder, if the national security will not be impaired and the award is con- 
sistent with chapter 137 of title 10, United States Code. The Secretaries of the 








3258 


military departments shall report semiannually to the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives with respect to all contracts 
awarded on other than a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder. 


The Cuarrman. That is the same as in all bills. 

Mr. Kevtiener. It was put in last year for the first time. 
The Cuamman. All right. 

Now, section 506. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK (reading) : 


As of July 1, 1961, all authorizations for military public works to be accom- 
plished by the Secretary of a military department in connection with the estab- 
lishment or development of military installations and facilities, and all authori- 
zations for appropriations therefor, that are contained in acts approved before 
August 21, 1958, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a later authoriza- 
tion are repealed, except 

(1) Authorizations for public works and for appropriations therefor that 
are set forth in those acts in the titles that contain the general provisions ; 

(2) The authorization for public works projects as to which appropriated 
funds have been obligated for construction contracts or land acquisitions 
in whole or in part before July 1, 1961, and authorizations for appropriations 
therefor ; 

(3) The authorization for the rental guarantee for family housing in the 
amount of $100 million that is contained in section 302 of the act of July 14, 
1952 (66 Stat. 606, 622) ; 

(4) Notwithstanding the provisions of section 406 of the act of August 10, 
1959 (73 Stat. 302, 319), the authorization for— 

(a) Operational and training facilities in the amount of $1,246,000, 
maintenance facilities in the amount of $1,335,000, utilities and ground 
improvements in the amount of $275,000, all at Fort Campbell, Ky., that 
is contained in title I, section 101, under the heading “Inside the 
United States” and subheading “Third Army Area” of the act of 
August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 533) ; 

(b) Administrative facilities in the amount of $350,000 at Fort Bliss, 
Tex., that is contained in title I, section 101, under the heading “Inside 
the United States” and subheading “Field Forces Facilities (Fourth 
Army Area)” of the act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 992) as amended 
by title I, section 107(a) of the act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 
536) ; 

(c) Maintenance facilities in the amount of $809,000 at Fort Ord, 
Calif., that is contained in title I, section 101, under the heading “Inside 
the United States” and subheading “Field Forces Facilities (Sixth Army 
Area)” of the act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 533) ; 

(d) Classified facilities in the amount of $3,664,000 that is con- 
tained in title I, section 102 of the act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 
531, 534) ; 

(e) Clearance easements and land acquisition in the amount of 
$63,300 at Atlanta General Depot, Ga., that is contained in title I, 
section 101, under the heading “Inside the United States” and subhead- 
ing “Technical Services Facilities (Quartermaster Corps)” of the act 
of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531) ; 

(f) Tactical air navigation facility in the amount of $39,000 at the 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Saufley Field, Fla., that is contained in 
title II, section 201, under the heading “Inside the United States” and 
the subheading “Aviation Facilities (Naval Air Training Stations)” 
of the act of August 30,1957 (71 Stat. 531, 537) ; 

(g) Operational facilities in the amount of $8,479,000 at the Naval 
Air Station, Whidbey Island, Wash., under the heading “Inside the 
United States” and the subheading ‘Aviation Facilities (Fleet Support 
Air Stations)” that is contained in title II, section 201, of the act of 
August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 538) ; 

(h) Operational facilities in the amount of $1,500,000 at the Marine 
Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, N.C., under the heading “Inside the United 
States” and the subheading “Marine Corps Facilities” that is contained 
in title II, section 201 of the act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 538) ; 

(i) Utilities in the amount of $120,000 at the Public Works Center, 
Norfolk, Va., under the heading “Inside the United States” and the sub- 
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heading “Yards and Docks Facilities” that is contained in title II, sec- 
tion 201 of the act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 589) ; 

(j) Community facilities in the amount of $759,000 at the Naval Sta- 
tion, Adak, Alaska, under the heading “Outside the United States,” and 
the subheading “Fleet Base Facilities” that is contained in title II, 
section 201, of the act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 539) ; 

(k) Operational facilities (guided missile support facilities) in the 
amount of $428,000 at the Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam, Mariana Is- 
lands under the heading “Outside the United States’ and the sub- 
heading “Aviation Facilities” that is contained in title II, section 201 of 
the act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 540) ; 

(l) Operational facilities in the amount of $5,619,000 at the Naval Air 
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, under the heading “Outside the United 
States” and the subheading “Aviation Facilities’ that is contained in 
title II, section 201 of the act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 540), and 

(m) Medical facilities in the amount of $4,136,000 for Selfridge Air 
Force Base, Mount Clemens, Mich., that is contained in title IIT, section 
301 of the act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 344) as amended. 

The Cuarrman. That is the statute of limitations section ? 

Mr. Ketiener. This is the saving section. Otherwise they would 
be repealed this year. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. We are excluding certain items 
from the statute of limitations. 

Mr. Rivers. Right. 

Mr. Kewiener. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. After 3 years. Without objection, that is ap- 
proved. 

Mr. Ke.ieuer. Yes. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Section 507, page 48. 

The Cuairman, 507, on page 48. 

Mr. SLaTINsHEK (reading) : 

Sec. 507. Section 8083(a) of the National Housing Act, as amended, is amended 
by striking out in the last proviso the word “twenty” and inserting in place 
thereof the word “thirty”. 


The CuarMan. Now, what is that? 

Mr. Kevieuver. That was a limitation that the Senate placed in the 
law last year with respect to the number of Capehart houses that could 
be constructed during the year. But actually there are houses that 
had been left over from the previous year that they are now proceeding 
to build this year, and it brings the number over 20,000 gross. There is 
nothing wrong with it. 

The Cuairman. All right. Without objection. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Kevitener. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Harpy. Nothing wrong with it. 

Mr. Rivers. Not a thing. 

Mr. Keuiener. If you accept the program, there is nothing wrong 
with it. 

Mr. Harpy. I believe it is up to us to decide. 

The CuarrMan. Go on. Section 508 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir, there is an amendment there. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Section—excuse me. 

Mr. Keititener. There is an amendment added at the end of this 
section just read by Mr. Slatinshek. There will be a new subsection 
for 507(b). And it will read: 

Section 406(a) of Public Law 82-241 as amended is amended by inserting a 
comma after the word “activities” and adding the following: “and no certificates 
with respect to any family housing shall be issued by the Secretary of Defense 
or his designee under section 810 of the National Housing Act as amended.” 
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That is to require the new 810 housing to be line items in the bill. 
The Cuarrman. That is right. 
Without objection, it is approved. 
Yes—wait. Yes; that is right. 
Now, we all understand what we did there. That section in the 
housing bill, which we talked about at first, section 810; from now on 
there has to be a line item in the bill. We put our hands right on it. 
That is thoroughly understood. 

Read section 508. 

Mr. SuaTInsHEK (reading) : 

“Src. 508. Subsection (e) of section 407 of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 
Stat. 581, 557) as amended, is further amended by striking out “July 1, 1961”, 
and inserting in lieu thereof “January 1, 1962, for units under the jurisdiction 


of the Departments of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Health, Education, and 
Welfare, and prior to July 1, 1961, for all other units.” 

The Cuarrman. What is that, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketiener. This isthe substandard housing. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. You will recall Mr. Bryant has offered new lan- 
guage to take the place of this language. 

The new language is—a new section 508. 

Section 407 of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 537), as amended, 
is further amended by adding the following subsection : 

“(g) The Secretaries of Defense and Health, Education, and Welfare in 
order to insure as far as possible that family housing under their jurisdiction 
is adequate as public quarters and fully utilized, shall maintain such constant 
surveillance and conduct such periodic surveys of such quarters as they shall 
deem necessary for this purpose. Where either Secretary or his designee de 
termines on the basis of such surveys that it is not in the best interest of the 
United States to improve, demolish or otherwise dispose of any quarters which 
have been determined inadequate under this section, they may exempt such 
quarters from the requirements of subsection (e) of this section, provided that 
any quarters so exempted must be improved, demolished or otherwise disposed 
of not later than July 1, 1962.” 

The CuArrman. Now, will that have the effect of keeping sub- 
standards, or closing them out? 

Mr. Ketriener. It will have the effect of placing within the Sec- 
retary of Defense the right to determine whether in a particular in- 
stance, where, for example, Capehart housing is projected for the 
coming year, he should hold onto the substandard lanai He can 
hold these, but not beyond July 1, 1962. 

The CHamman. 1962. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The CHatmman. Then at the end of 1962, then they are hoping 
that the substandard quarters will fade out ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Of course that has been hoped for years, and each 
year it is extended. [Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.” ] 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I do want to make a case of it. I wish 
we would leave that out and keep their nose to the grindstone. 

If you will recall, some years ago they came up and they fixed that 
day themselves. We wanted to cut it off quicker. They said they 
would have it taken care of. I think that they will never get any- 
place with it unless we just follow the law. 

The Cuarrman. Well, we will involve ourselves, then, up against 
one or two propositions—direct appropriated houses or very large ex- 
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pansion of Capehart houses. Because if we cut off too rapidly the 
substandard quarters—they must have some place to live, and you 
can’t throw them in the street. So we better not be too—let’s make up 
our mind that we are going to cut this thing off a little bit quicker. 
And why should we give them 2 years? 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHamman. One minute. Why should we give them 2 years? 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kizpay. I think Mr. Bray is correct. Just as long—we knew 
this when we started this, that they would be in to extend the time 
and extend the time. But I doubt if we can hold it to the present 
provision because by our actions we have led them to believe in ex- 
tending it over a period of years that we would do it. 

Mr. Ketxiener. You will recall 

Mr. Kitpay. I questioned Mr. Bryant at the time, because he had 
pointed out specific instances in which they wanted to use this, where 
Capehart was underway and wasn’t completed, or a base was to be 
abandoned or something. But anyway he had three or four criteria 
there. I raised the question as to whether it shouldn’t go in the bill, 
that they could delay the construction. 

The Cuarrman. Well, Mr. Kilday: 

Mr. Kizpay. Or you can put it in the report. But something to 
bind them down. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Kizpay. That this thing of constant extension is going to cease. 

The Cuarrman. How many times did we extend it, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Keviener. This would be the third, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. All right, let’s write a report that this is going to 
be the last go-round. 

Mr. Kewiener. Right. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let me point out something even more 
glaring or outstanding. 

The military, particularly the U.S. Army, have installations—to 
begin with, there isn’t any appropriated housing in this bill. The 
only appropriated housing is overseas. There is none at home. The 
only appropriated housing is overseas for the Army. They have had 
some areas where they needed 10, 15, and 20 units. They couldn’t get 


Capehart people to build them. No Capehart people were interested 
in them 


Mr. Ke.itener. Too small. 

Mr. Rivers. They were too small, as Mr. Kelleher knows. 

Yet they have kept on these projects, and they are not fit for human 
habitation. There are some under this. 

Unless and until this committee directs that the military take care 


of these houses at installations where they are urgently required, they 
will never do it. 


The CHarrman. Well, let’s put it in the report—— 

Mr. Coneian. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I call attention—— 

Mr. Congenan. Mr. Chairman, I would just like it to be noted for 
the record that I agree heartily with Mr. Kilday and with Mr. Bray 
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and with the chairman. But there are 19,000 of these units that they 
themselves said were inadequate. 

Is that not correct ? 

Mr. Keviener. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. CoHELAN. Now, it seems to me that the longer that we postpone 
the day, this thing is just going to continue. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Conetan. Now, the point I want to make, Mr. Chairman, is 
this. Iam also aware of some of these marginal difficulties. It seems 
to me that the more frequently that we require them to come up and 
talk about this problem, the faster we are going to eliminate it. 

Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Well, let’s put it—Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I just want to call attention to this. As the thing 
stands now, they have over a year there. I don’t know why we 
should extend it. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. A year now. 

Mr. Harpy. It doesn’t expire until July 1961. I don’t know why 
we should extend it. 

The CuHarrmMan. Well, you better not be too hasty. 

Mr. Harpy. You have over a year. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s put in there this is the last time we are going 
to extend it. 

Mr. Harpy. They have over a year now. 

The Cuatrman. They have to move it out, under whatever time 
there is set in the bill. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman, can’t we shorten up the time? 

The Cuarrman. All right, shorten up the time. Make it 6 months. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. And we all under- 
stand we are going to put something in the record that this is the last 
go-around. 

Now, read section 509. We must get them out of this business. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Section 509. This is standard, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK (reading) : 

None of the authority contained in titles I, Il, and III of this act shall be 
deemed to authorize any building construction project within the continental 
United States (other than Alaska) at a unit cost in excess of— 

(1) $32 per square foot for cold-storage warehousing ; 

(2) $6 per square foot for regular warehousing ; 

(3) $1,850 per man for permanent barracks; 

(4) $8,500 per man for bachelor officer quarters ; 
unless the Secretary of Defense determines that, because of special circum- 
stances, application to such project of the limitations on unit costs contained in 
this section is impracticable. 

The Cuarrman. That is the law as to the unit costs. 

Mr. Keviener. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Which is the same. 

Mr. Siatinsuek. Yes, sir. 

The CruarrMan. Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Now, section 511. 

Mr. SuatiInsHEK. Section 510. 

The CuairMan. Section 510. 
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Mr. SLATINsHEK (reading) : 


Sec. 510. (a) Section 2662, title 10, United States Code, is repealed. 
(b) The analysis of chapter 159, title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
striking out the following item: 
“2662. Real property transactions: agreement with Armed Services Committees ; 
reports.” 


(c) Section 43 of the act of August 10, 1956 (70A Stat. 636), is repealed. 


The Cuairman. All right. 

Now, we have this substitute to offer. And the more we thought 
about it the sounder we think our approach to this matter is, as ex- 
pressed in this language. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, when you get through with that, I would 
like to discuss this. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. I think I want to offer an amendment to this section. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, I am perfectly willing to let it be read now 
and take it up tomorrow morning, and have a full hearing on it. 

Mr. Harpy. That will be fine. 

The Cuairman. Go ahead and read our proposal. 

Mr. Kevtiener. All right—— 

The Cuairnman. Mr. Hardy, you read your proposal, also. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you. 

Mr. Ke._Lener (reading) : 


On page 49, strike all of section 510 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Section 510(a). Title 10, United States Code, is amended as follows: Section 
2662 is amended to read ‘Section 2662. Real estate transactions, reports to the 
Congress.’ 

“(a) The Secretary of a military department or his designee may not enter 
into any of the transactions listed in (1) through (5) below by or for the use 
of that department if during the period of 30 days from the date upon which 
a report of the facts concerning the proposed transaction is submitted to the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives a 
resolution is adopted by either House stating that the proposed transaction 
should be rejected. 

“(1) An acquisition of fee title to any real property if the estimated price is 
more than $100,000. 

“(2) A lease of any real property to the United States if the estimated annual 
rental is more than $100,000. 

“(3) A lease of real property owned by the United States if the estimated 
annual rental is more than $100,000. 

“(4) A transfer of real property owned by the United States to another Fed- 
eral agency or another military department or to a State if the estimated value 
is more than $100,000. 

“(5) A report of excess real property owned by the United States to a dis- 
posal agency if the estimated value is more than $100,000. 

“If a transaction covered by clause (1) or (2) is part of a project, the report 
must include a summarization of the general plan for that project, including 
an estimate of the total cost of the lands to be acquired or leases to be made. 

“(b) The Secretary of each military department shall report quarterly to the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives on 
transactions described in subsection (a) that involve an estimated value of more 
than $5,000 but not more than $100,000. 

“(c¢) This section applies only to real property in the United States and 
Puerto Rico, It does not apply to real property for river and harbor projects 
or flood-control projects or to leases of Government-owned real property for 
agricultural or grazing purposes. 

“(d) A statement in an instrument of conveyance, including a lease, that the 
requirements of this section have been met or that conveyance is not subject to 
this section is conclusive. 

“Chapter 159 is amended by deleting the following analysis.” 
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The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, you have printed and sent out 
to every member of the committee that proposed amendment. 

Now, Mr. Hardy has an amendment. We will reprint Mr. Hardy’s 
amendment and send that out. And tomorrow morning at 10 
o’clock 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I read my little short one? Be- 
cause it is not long. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Good. 

Mr. Harpy. Actually, Mr. Chairman, my amendment would em- 
body almost the identical language of the amendment which Mr. 
Kelleher just read, except for the amounts. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. And also with one other proviso. Now, I arranged 
it a little differently, but it would accomplish all of the same thing, 
except that I did not understand that the amendment which he read 
provided my machinery for holding up or deferring a project during 
the recess of the Congress. 

Now, I had a feeling that that should be done. 

Now, I would recommend that the amounts be continued at the 
level which they are now, rather than extending them to $100,000 as 
your proposal does. 

And the second thing that I would recommend is the inclusion of a 
section such as this: 





If any part of such 30-day period— 
which has been referred to for the report— 


If any part of such 30-day period occurs while the Congress is not in session, 
after adjournment sine die, and during such period either the Armed Services 
Committee of the House or of the Senate requests that the transaction be deferred, 
that would require the transaction to be deferred. However, this paragraph 
shall not prevent such transaction from being entered into after the next 30 
days of the session of the Congress has elapsed, until during such 30 days either 
House of Congress adopts a resolution. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Have printed and send to every member this afternoon these two 
amendments. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, we are going to vote on these amendments to- 
morrow and vote on the bill. We have but one other thing to do now, 
and that is to accept the report, with five or six amendments, on Mr. 
Rivers’ conclusions on the reserve. 

Without objection—the items submitted by Mr. Rivers’ subcommit- 
tee is unanimous ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. ; 

The CHarrMan (continuing). Is approved with the following 
amendments. 

Read theamendments. Read them off, there. 

Mr. SuatINsHEK (reading) : 


On page 50, between lines 8 and 9 insert the following: 
“Abbeville, Alabama: Training facilities, $71,000.” 

On page 51, between lines 10 and 11, insert the following: 
“Elkins, West Virginia ; Training facilities, $157,000.” 
On page 53, between lines 2 and 3, insert the following: 
“Spencer, West Virginia: Training facilities, $157,000.” 
On page 53, between lines 3 and 4, insert the following: 
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“Statesboro, Georgia: Training facilities, $120,000.” 

On page 55, between lines 23 and 24, insert the following: 

“State College, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $303,000.” 

On page 62, line 23, strike out “$12,168,000” and insert “$12,673,000.” 
On page 62, line 24, strike out “$11,674,000” and insert “$11,977,000”. 


REPORT OF HON. L, MENDEL RIVERS ON TITLE VI OF H.R. 10220 


Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, in accordance with your direction sub- 
committee No, 3 has conducted a review of title VI of H.R. 10220 and 
has directed me to report our recommendations to the full committee. 

Title VI contains the authorization required to carry forward dur- 
ing fiscal year 1961 the facilities programs of all the Reserve compo- 
nents or the Armed Forces. 

A total of $42,108,000 of authorization for new projects including 
expansions and alterations, is required by the armed services, divided 
as follows: $12,168,000 for the Army National Guard, $11,674,000 for 
the Army Reserve, $6,450,000 for the Naval and Marine Corps Re- 
serves, $7,226,000 for the Air National Guard, and $4,590,000 for the 
Air Force Reserve. 

It should be noted that the figure of $42 million is significantly 
less than the $57 million authority provided last year. 

Following the procedure begun 2 years ago at the request of this 
committee, the authorization requested by the Department of Defense 
is in the form of specific projects, or so-called line items. 

Our subcommittee scrutinized each of the line item authorizations 
in title VI of H.R. 10200 most carefully to insure that none of these 
authorizations were in excess of present or future requirements. 

In addition, the subcommittee examined the program as to its overall 
adequacy in respect to total Reserve forces requirements for facilities. 

At the conclusion of its review our subcommittee was of the opin- 
ion that each of the line items and the general authority requested in 
sections 601 to 606 were thoroughly justified, and although it had 
some misgivings concerning the rate of progress being made toward 
100 percent completion of the total requirements for Reserve facilities 
it voted unanimously to report title VI to the full committee without 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, this concludes my oral report to the committee, and 
with your permission I would like to submit for the record a detailed 
report embodying these recommendations of my subcommittee. 

hank you, Mr. Chairman. 

(The full report follows :) 


Report OF Hon. MENDEL RIVERS ON TITLE VI oF H.R. 10220 


Mr. Chairman, in accordance with your direction Subcommittee No. 3 has 
conducted a review of title VI of H.R. 10220 and has directed me to report our 
recommendations to the full committee. 

Title VI contains the authorization required to carry forward during fiscal 
year 1961 the facilities programs of all of the Reserve components of the Armed 
Forces. 

A total of $42,108,000 of authorization for new projects including expansions 
and alterations, is requested by the armed services, divided as follows: $12,168,- 
000 for the Army National Guard, $11,674,000 for the Army Reserve, $6,450,000 
for the Naval and Marine Corps Reserves, $7,226,000 for the Air National Guard, 
and $4,590,000 for the Air Force Reserve. 

It should be noted that the figure of $42 million is significantly less than the 
$57 million authority provided last year. 
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Following the procedure begun 2 years ago at the request of this committee, 
the authorization requested by the Department of Defense is in the form of 
specific projects, or so-called line items. 

For the purposes of delineating and identifying these authorizations +I will 
review the authorizations requested by the individual services. 


ARMY RESERVE FORCES 


For the Army National Guard, authorization proposed for fiscal year 1961 
amounts to $12,168,000, which comprises 70 new armories, 8 minor conversions 
and expansions of existing armories, and 6 nonarmory projects which are sum- 
mer training and supply-administrative facilities. This proposed authorization 
together with the carryover will provide the Army National Guard with a total 
effective authorization of $23.2 million which will support an execution program 
of approximately $20 million during the coming fiscal year. Title VI also con- 
tains, for the Army Guard, an item of correction of a deficiency in estimated 
cost of one armory project authorized in the Reserve Forces Facilities Act of 
1958 (corrects a difference of $197,000 for Dallas, Tex.). P 

For the Army Reserve, the proposed authorization of $11,674,000 consists 
of 42 new Reserve centers, 10 alterations and expansions of existing centers, and 
6 minor additions, including the necessary site acquisitions for the new centers. 
The committee was advised that the new authorization added to the carryover 
will provide a total authorization of $14.4 million for the Army Reserve. The 
Army proposed to obligate $12 million dollars of this amount during fiscal year 
1961. 

NAVAL AND MARINE CORPS RESERVES 


More than half of the $6.4 million of the new project authorization proposed 
for Naval and Marine Corps Reserve components is for essential additional 
facilities at 10 established Naval Air Reserve installations which serve both 
Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve aviation. The remainder consists 
of 19 projects for the Naval Surface Reserve and 3 projects for the Marine Corps 
Reserve. It is significant to note that 14 of the 19 Naval Reserve nonaviation 
projects and 2 of the 3 Marine Corps Reserve projects involve joint utilization 
or joint construction. The committee was advised that the Navy had no signifi- 
eant valid carryover authorization and therefore intended to obligate the total 
of new authorizations requested. 


ATR FORCE RESERVE COMPONENTS 


For the Air National Guard, the proposed authorization of $7.2 million consists 
of essential projects for the operation and support of Air National Guard air- 
craft at 10 locations, 7 of which are at civil airports and 1 at a jointly used mili- 
tary airfield. The Air Guard advised that its authorization request together with 
valid carryover will provide a total of $8.4 million in authorization of which 
slightly less than $7 million will be funded during fiscal year 1961, 

The relatively small authorization of $4.6 million proposed for the Air Force 
Reserve again reflects the substantial fulfillment of urgent requirements for this 
component, and consists of various operational and support facilities at nine 
locations, three of which are civil airports and six are jointly used military air- 
fields. Since the valid carryover authorization for the Air Force Reserve is only 
$300,000, the total authorization available during fiscal year 1961 will be $4.9 
million of which approximately $4 million will be funded during fiscal year 1961. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Certain general provisions are included in title VI, which correspond to those 
contained in the Reserve Forces Facilities Acts of both 1958 and 1959, namely: 
Section 601(4)—A provision for authorization of urgent projects made necessary 
by changes in assignment of weapons and equipment; section 603 which relates 
to certain provisions of existing law pertaining to execution of projects; and 
section 605 which provides for a limited degree of flexibility in costs indicated 
for the individual line items within the overall dollar totals for the respective 
Reserve component programs. In addition, there is included in this year’s bill— 
as section 606—a provision which would repeal the authorization for any proj- 
ects which have not been initiated within 3 years subsequent to their authoriza- 
tion. This provision is similar in effect to a provision which has been included 
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in the construction authorization acts for the active Military Establishment for 
a number of years. Its primary purpose is to avoid the accumulation of unused 
authorization for projects which are no longer essential due to changed require- 
ments. 

The committee was advised by Mr. Floyd Bryant (Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for Properties and Installations) that the various service departments 
are making a maximum effort to keep the unfunded authorization available to 
them for Reserve Forces facilities at a minimum compatible with the obvious 
requirement for adequate flexibility in administering the program. 

In keeping with this effort the unfunded valid authorization scheduled for the 
end of fiscal year 1961 will be a total of $11.8 million which is considered a reason- 
able figure since it is not more than 25 percent of the financial resources pro- 
gramed for fiscal year 1961 for Reserve facilities. 

In connection with the general repeal of authorization not funded or obligated 
within 3 years the committee requested the Secretary of Defense to provide the 
respective Committees on Armed Services, with a list identifying the various 
unused authorizations which will expire annually as a consequence of this new 
provision in title VI of the military construction bill. Secretary Bryant agreed 
to observe this requirement annually with submission of the Department's 
request for construction authority, and therefore it was considered unnecessary 
to make this a statutory reporting requirement. 

The committee also examined the possibility of reducing the 3-year period after 
which unused authorizations would be repealed to a shorter period of possibly 
2 or 1 year. However, witnesses for the Department of Defense convinced the 
subcommittee that any further reduction in the time period during which 
construction authorizations would remain effective would greatly complicate 
programing of Reserve facilities construction and would therefore hinder 
rather than improve administration of the program. 


SUMMARY 


In summary, Mr. Chairman, our subcommittee scrutinized each of the line 
item authorizations in title VI of H.R. 10220 most carefully to insure that none 
of these authorizations were in excess of present or future requirements. 

In addition, the subcommittee examined the program as to its overall adequacy 
in respect to total Reserve Forces requirements for facilities. 

At the conclusion of its review our subcommittee was of the opinion that 
each of the line items and the general authority requested in sections 601 to 
606 were thoroughly justified, and although it had some misgivings concerning 
the rate of progress being made toward 100 percent completion of the total 
requirements for Reserve facilities it voted unanimously to report title VI to 
the full committee without amendment. 

That concludes my report, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the committee accepts the mag- 
nificent conclusion and recommendation of the committee headed by 
Mr. Rivers, and approves with the amendments, the Reserve portion 
of the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The Cuarrman. And we will take a recess until tomorrow at 10 
o'clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:46 a.m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
at 10 a.m., Friday, Feb. 26, 1960.) 


Hovsp or REepresENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Friday, February 26,1960. 
The committee met at 10 a.m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman of the 
committee, presiding. 
The CuairmMan. Let the committee come to order. 
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Now, members of the committee, officially now I am respectfully 
requesting Mr. Doyle and Mr. Van Zandt to conduct their inquiry in 
regard to the transfer of the base from Chicago to Massachusetts and 
try to have your report ready at the very earliest possible time you can 
discharge your duty satisfactorily to your own conscience and judg- 
ment. 

Now, members of the committee, when we finish this bill, the next 
order of business will be for Mr. Hébert’s subcommittee. I hope we 
may be able to get it some day next week. 

Now, we will have to reintroduce a new bill, because we do not want 
this bill to go on the floor of the House with these hundreds and hun- 
dreds of little amendments in it. So we will have to reintroduce this 
bill. And I can’t introduce it until Monday. So if we can get it back 
from the printer on Tuesday morning, I then will call a committee 
meeting for the purpose of voting on the bill Tuesday morning. 

So we will try to notify every member that there is going to be a 
rollcall vote on that next week. 

Now, we finished everything in the bill except two amendments. 

One amendment was with reference to striking out section 7 of 
ARPA. Mr. Kelleher advised me, after consultation with the chief 
counselor 

Mr. Ketiener. Of the Office of Secretary of Defense. 

The CuHairmMaNn. Office of Secretary of Defense, he finds that there 
is no objection to the language that I read yesterday. Is that correct? 

Mr. Keiiener. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection 

Mr. Durnam. What is that language? Read it, will you? 

Mr. KeiiEner. It would appear on page 41, following line 10. 
It would be a new section 403, right at the end of the ARPA portion. 

Mr. Duruam. What page? 

Mr. Kettener. On page 41, following line 10, a new section 403 
would be inserted, and it would read as follows: 

Section 7 of Public Law 85-325, dated February 12, 1958, 72 Stat. 13, as 
amended, is hereby repealed. 

Mr. Duruam. I see. 

The CuatrmMan. That clears it up. As a matter of fact, from 
my way of view, they are not paying any attention to it, because we 
did not establish ARPA untit December 1959, and up until a few 
months ago they just went ahead and recognized they had the inherent 
authority to create them. 

Nevertheless, we will keep our legislative record. We might ease 
our conscience to the extent that we do think we were clearly right 
when we designated it 

Mr. Duruam. This clearly puts all the authority in the new agency 
created. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Now, members of the committee, the only other amendment is the 
one to which the President referred in his budget message. You will 
recall the President said that he considered the language of the bill 
which requires the departments to come into agreement with the 
committee clearly unconstitutional and had been so advised by the 
Department of Justice, and that if Congress did not deal with this 
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matter he would issue instructions for the departments not to pay 
any attention to it. That is in sum and substance, in my way of ex- 
pressing it, what he said in his message. 

Now, that has given Mr. Kelleher and myself and the entire staff 
considerable trouble. Because we know what we are up against and 
the committee knows what we are up against. 

We do not want to introduce bills and pass bills that are going to 
get vetoes. And I might state that once a veto is made against— 
carrying language of some nature—— 

Mr. Keviener. Four times in all, Mr. Chairman. You remember 
TALOS, Fort Blanding, that is Camp Blanding, Fla., your own bill, 
3096, back in 1951—the original of this real estate provision—and 
then other committees have had two or three with similar provisions 
also vetoed. 

The CuarrMan. It has caused a great deal of trouble around here. 

And we are going to try to straighten it out. 

Mr. ArenpDs. What is the issue, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuHarrMan. Well, the issue is this, that we have not the author- 
ity to require the departments to come into agreement with us with 
reference to the acquisition and disposal of real estate. 

So I have tried te draft out language that would meet the consti- 
tutional point. So after talking yesterday with the Parliamentarian, 
I decided the best thing was to follow as close as possible the Reor- 
ganization Act. 

Weare all familiar with the Reorganization Act. 

So we had the benefit yesterday of discussing the matter with Mr. 
Hardy. I drafted, as a result of a conference with Mr. Hardy, what 
I thought carried out the philosophy and policy of the Reorganization 
Act and what he thought might be all right. 

And we fixed it wp and we have it before you on your desk this 
morning. And this is positive language. It simply means that when 
the Congress is not in session, why everything stops. 

Now, I want to be fair about that. 

Now, the President might say in response to that—it may not raise 
a constitutional question, but he might say: “Now that is going to 
stagnate the operation of the Department, the various branches.” 

Well, this morning Mr. Hardy came down and offered some kind of 
thought that I raised in the conference yesterday, that during the time 
Congress is not in session certain things could take place. 

So that is about the situation. 

Now, read section 510 before the committee now. I don’t know where 
we are going to wind up on this type of amendment, but we have to 
have something to start with. 

Mr. Keiiener. Section 510 appearing on page 49, at line 15. 

The Cuarrman. This is before every member of the committee. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. This is the amendment ? 

The Cuarrman, This is the amendment. 

Mr. Ke.ttener. You want the amendment itself? 

The Cuarrman. Yes; read first the amendment. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Right. 

The CuarrmMan. Then we will discuss that. 

Mr. Kerrener. I will start with (a), Mr. Chairman. The rest is 
just where it would go in the bill. 


Bees 
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(a) The Secretary of a military department, or his designee, may not enter 
into any of the transactions listed in (1) through (5) below by or for the use 
of that department unless a report of the facts concerning the proposed trans- 
action has been submitted to the Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
the President of the Senate and unless within the first period of 30 days of 
continuous session of the Congress occurring after the date of submission of 
such report (considering continuity of session as broken only by adjournment 
sine die) a resolution has not been adopted by either House of the Congress 
stating in substance that that House does not favor the proposed transaction, 
The transaction—transactions, it should be—referred to in the preceding sen- 
tence are the following: 

(1) An acquisition of fee title to any real property, if the estimated price 
is more than $50,000, 

(2) A lease of any real property to the United States, if the estimated 
annual rental is more than $50,000. 

(3) A lease of real property owned by the United States, if the estimated 
annual rental is more than $50,000. 

(4) A transfer of real property owned by the United States to another 
Federal agency or another military department or to a State, if the esti- 
mated value is more than $50,000. 

(5) A report of excess real property owned by the United States to a 
disposal agency, if the estimated value is more than $50,000. 

If a transaction covered by clause (1) or (2) is part of a project, the report 
must include a summarization of the general plan for that project, including 
an estimate of the total cost of the lands to be acquired or leases to be made. 

(b) The Secretary of each military department shall report quarterly to the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives on 
transactions described in subsection (a) that involve an estimated value of more 
than $5,000 but not more than $50,000. 

(c) This section applies only to real property in the United States and Puerto 
Rico. It does not apply to real property for river and harbor projects or flood- 
control projects, or to leases of Government-owned real property for agricultural 
or grazing purposes. 

(d) A statement in an instrument of conveyance, including a lease, that the 
requirements of this section have been met, or that the conveyance is not sub- 
ject to this section, is conclusive. 

(2) Chapter 159 is amended by deleting the following item in the analysis. 

The rest is just procedural. 

May I say, Mr. Chairman, that all of this language would also be 
repeated again for civil defense. 

The Cramman. That is right. Civil defense. We have another 
section relating to them. 

Now, let’s all understand what this is. This simply says that when 
Congress adjourns, then all of this stops. And it has to stand there 
until Congress reconvenes. 

Mr. Keviener. Plus 30 days. 

The Cramman. Now, that leaves to my mind the question as to 
whether or not the President can say—there is no question now as 
to the constitutionality of it. Because—no doubt we have the consti- 
tutional right because it is the same philisophy and the same 
language practically that is in the Reorganization Act. Of course 
he couldn’t say the Reorganization Act is unconstitutional. But he 
could say “This is too hard, this will stagnate, this will slow down 
the Defense Department where they can operate in this field. For 
that reason I am vetoing the bill.” 

Now, that is what this does. It shuts the gate when sine die resolu- 
tion isagreed to. That is the end of it. 

We won't be worried about these things during the recess of Con- 
gress. Everything will stop. 
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Now, I knew of no other way to approach this matter and to make 
it constitutional because if we try to bring it in—we must do some- 
thing by some kind of way while Congress is not in session, why then 
we are taking authority which is very doubtful. 

So Mr. Hardy yesterday thought this would be all right. But 
after sleeping over it last night, he thought that it was probably a 
little too rigid. So he has a suggested amendment. And he will lay 
that before the committee now. 

Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I be heard on this? 

On yesterday my original suggestion would have provided a pro- 
cedure by which the Congress could still have some control during 
periods when the Congress was not in session. And after the discus- 
sion with you and Mr. Kelleher, as you will recall, I agreed that we 
perhaps would be well advised to eliminate that particular language. 

In the course of that conversation you mentioned the desirability 
of scheduling a hearing, which of course we would have to do before 
any resolution was passed anyhow. 

So in connection with that and in an effort to provide some device 
by which the acquisitions could be continued during the recess, unless 
there were some reasonable basis to withhold them, I thought that 
we should have some additional language. 

Now, the additional language which I have suggested is designed 
entirely to free this thing up and to permit acquisitions, or trans- 
actions when the Congress is not in session, unless there is a reason to 
hold them up. 

Now, the language—in any event a hearing would have to be held 
before a resolution were reported from the committee. 

So under the language which I am suggesting—and I have just 
passed around copies of it to most of the members—-I will read it, 
though, so everybody who couldn’t have a copy will see it. 

And this would appear on line 13. Striking out the period and 
inserting the following language: 

However, the foregoing shall not prevent the transaction from being entered 
into unless within the 30-day period immediately following the submission of 


the report the Committee on Armed Services of the House or the Senate sched- 
ules a hearing to be held with respect to such transactions. 


And then we pick up the other language : 
The transactions referred to in the preceding sentence are as follows. 


What that would do—in any event we are going to have to schedule 
a hearing, but during the recess if no hearing were scheduled during 
the 30-day period immediately following the report, then the Depart- 
ment would be free to go ahead and enter into the transaction. 

The Cuarrman. But—go ahead. 

Mr. Harpy. That is the whole substance of it and that is the ob- 
jective, is to permit some latitude and to permit these transactions, 
except in cases where there is reason—in other words, the committee 
wouldn’t schedule, that is, the chairman wouldn’t schedule a hearing 
unless there was some hearing to withhold it. 

The Cnamman. Now, apply this language. Congress adjourns on 
the 4th day of July. And under this resolution, let’s say this is law. 
Let’s see how it happens. Then the Navy Department sends up here 
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a program and we send it to every member of the committee. Then 
Mr. Bray, Mr. Vinson, Mr. Arends, or any member of the committee, 
writes back and says, “I want to be heard on this.” 

Then under this language I would write a letter to the Department 
and say that I am scheduling a hearing. What effect does that have? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. When would you schedule a hearing ? 

Mr. Harpy. It wouldn’t matter when the hearing is scheduled. 

The Cuatrman. It is immaterial. 

What effect does that have? 

Mr. Harpy. Because—— 

The CuammMan. Then, that stops it and vetoes the act of the De- 
partment. And then, certainly, that would raise the question as to 
its constitutionality. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, you are just as wrong as you can be. 
Under the language in the amendment as before us, if no action 
were taken 

The CuatrMan. It would gothrough. 

Mr. Harpy. It would go through after the first 30 days of con- 
tinuous session of the Congress. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Under my language, it would also. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. I mean under this additional language it would also. 
The only thing that this additional language would do would be to 
expedite those projects against which there was no objection. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

It would have the effect: When any one member of the committee 
says “I want a hearing” 

Mr. Harpy. Not unless the chairman so directed, because only the 
chairman can call a hearing. 

The CuarrmMan. Of course I would. If a member says “I want a 
hearing on it,” of course I would say “Hold this project up until we 
can have a hearing on it.” 

Mr. Harpy. I am glad to know that that is the way the Chair was 
proposing to act. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. But it would be up to the chairman to schedule a 
hearing. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, if this language is not in the bill, 
the effect is that nothing can be done until we go back in session in 
January ? 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. That is right. We all understand it. 

Mr. Arenps. Which just raises the point: Would the hearing of 
witnesses interfere with some activities in the Department of Defense 
because of the 6 months’ lag, if we go out in July. 

The CuarrMan. It might 

Mr. Ketiener. Seven months. Because it is 30 days after Congress 
is in session. 

Mr. Arenps. That is a pretty big lag in the chain, the way they are 
operating now. 

Mr. Harpy. I would say to the gentleman that is exactly the reason 
this language is added. 
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The Cuarrman. Exactly. 

Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, this is an Attorney General’s opin- 
ion which deals with the subject. It is rather long, but I have under- 
lined a few pertinent sections. Would you like it read to put the 
matter in perspective? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. This is on the language that is in the law? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, the language in the law today. 

Apart from the right of the Congress as a whole with respect to contractual 


authority, it is quite clear that committees of the Congress do not have a legal 
capacity to enact legislation. 


In another place he says: 


If the committee should fail or decline to agree to the plan submitted by the 
Secretary of Defense— 


and this is referring to Talos, by the way— 


the practical effect of this provision would be to lodge in the committees the au- 
thority to nullify congressional authorization. 

In another place—— 

Mr. Kivpay. Right there—— 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. I think it is significant that after the veto on Talos, 
when we changed it simply to report, he signed it. 

Mr. Ketieuer. He did, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. So we have agreement. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. That we can require a report as a condition precedent. 

Mr. Keiiever. Oh, yes, very clearly. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t think there is any doubt about that. 

Mr. Héperr. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. The question that is here involved, though: This is not 
a matter of the committee taking action. This is merely a matter of 
the committee scheduling a hearing which must be done within that 
30 days. 

Mr. Kipay. I wanted to develop that for something that will prob- 
ably come up later, there could apparently be no conflict between the 
President and the Congress on the power of Congress to require a re- 
port in this area as a condition precedent to the accomplishment of 
the acquisition or disposal action. 

Mr. Keiiener. There is no doubt whatsoever on that, sir. That is 
incidentally dealt with in this opinion, too. 

At an other place: 

While the Congress may enact legislation governing the making of Government 
contracts, it may not constitutionally delegate to its Members or committees the 
power to make such contracts, either directly or by giving them the authority to 
approve or disapprove a contract which an executive officer proposes to make. 

Another place—this is part of a veto message prepared by Justice: 

I do not believe that the Congress can validly delegate to one of its committees 
the power to present executive actions taken pursuant to law. 

Still another place: 


Furthermore, the negotiation and execution of a contract is a purely execu- 
tive function. Although the Congress may prescribe the standards and condi- 
tions under which executive officials may enter into contracts, it may not lodge 
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in its committees or members the power to make such contracts, either directly 
or by giving them the power to approve or disapprove a contract which an 
executive officer proposes to make. 


And, lastly: 

I am of the opinion that section 601 of Public Law 155, 82d Congress, 1st 
session, reflects the exercise of legislative authority not warranted by the Con- 
stitution and that it is therefore unconstitutional. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would submit that not a single 
objection which the Attorney General raises there applies to this 
language. 

The CuairmMan. It looks like to me it does. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. I want tosee if I am clear on this. 

The effect of it would be when the project is sent to the committee 
and the committee circulates it around the other members and then any 
member opposes it or requests a hearing, that automatically stops the 
department from doing that which the law has said it can do. 

Mr. Witson. Right. 

The Cuarrman. Therefore it becomes a part of the veto power on 
the committee for at least a period of time. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is a farfetched determination. The only thing 
this says is we can’t undertake to report a resolution unless we have an- 
nounced a hearing to be scheduled. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. The wording of Mr. Hardy’s amend- 
ment, the first two lines, says, “The foregoing shall not prevent the 
transaction from being entered into.” 

Well, it certainly gets tothe point of the matter you brought up. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Wixson. It isn’t 

The Cnarrman. If there is no objection, it will go right on through. 

Mr. Wirson. Right. 

The CuatrmMan. But if there isan objection, what happens? 

Mr. Witson. Right. 

Mr. Kitpay. May I see that ? 

The Cuatrman. If there is an objection—of course, if there is no 
objection, it just goes right straight on through. But suppose some 
member says, “I want to hear it.” 

Mr. Wiison. We have veto power, then. 

The Cuarrman. Then, you stop the hand of the department. 

Mr. Harpy. No; you simply 

The Cuatrman. Of course, everybody knows we stop it for a period 
of time. 

Mr. Harpy. You simply bring into play the first part of the amend- 
ment which you read. If you schedule that hearing, then your amend- 
ment isn’t brought into play. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, I think this. The sensible way to take care 
of this matter is to do it in accordance with the law which there is no 
dispute about and to follow the reorganization bill language, which 
we have done here. 

And it might cause some hardship, and it might not cause a hard- 
ship. There is only 1,008 acres of land. There may be some trans- 
fers and sales. And I think probably we might be wise to go a little 
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bit slow in agreeing to so many of these transactions that we do prob- 
ably hurriedly now. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I make just one other comment ? 

I may be a little out of character, but here is a case where I am 
trying to provide a little flexibility for the departments. 

The Cuairman. That is right. And I am trying to have it done 
strictly in accordance with the statute, under the law. 

Mr. Hepert. Mr. Chairman. 

(Further chorus of “Mr. Chairman.” ) 

The CuarMan. I am not trying to eat the cake and have it, too. 
I am just trying to eat the cake. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman ? 

For anything it is worth, I agree with the chairman in general. I 
think it would be constitutional, 

And may I suggest this further. Would this not be an absolute 
slowdown on these ICBM support bases that we have recently 
authorized ? 

Mr. Harpy. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. Morris. Wait a minute. That is so vital to the defense of our 
Nation. I think we had better go slow with the amendment, either 
one of them. But I do believe we are not acting within our proper 
province. 

Mr. Harpy. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. It would be a slowdown if we enact the portion—the 
first. portion without my additional wording. But if you put my 
additional wording on there, it leaves it in exactly the position it is 
in now. 

The Crarrman. There is no doubt that it could be a slowdown. 
There is no doubt there could be a hardship. And there is no doubt 
the President might object to it and veto it. If he does, that leaves 
you with only one alternative, and that is to repeal the law entirely 
or to override the veto. 

Mr. Héserr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask this question 

Mr. Krreutry. Mr. Chairman—go ahead. 

Mr. Hépert. May I ask this question? Let’s look at the other side, 
now. If we pass the language without this protective language sug- 
gested by Mr. Hardy, wouldn't it be possible—it would not be beyond 
the realm of possibility—that certain projects which would be pet 
projects would be held up until after the Congress had adjourned in 
order they would get them by without any question ? 

The Cuairrman. Well 

Mr. Bares. They could. 

Mr. Héperr. Of course, they could do it. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, under the language of amendment, 
without Mr. Hardy’s language in it, the project—no action can be 
taken on any project of over $50,000 until the Congress reconvenes in 
January. 

Mr. Harpy. Thirty days after. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. And 30 days after that. 

Mr. Arenps. That makes a 7-month period in this particular in- 
stance. 
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Mr. Héserr. That is only in the case of objection, though. 

Mr. Arenps. That is the only thing that worries me. 

Mr. Harpy. No. That is automatic. 

Mr. Wirson. It says “may not enter into” it. 

Mr. Harpy. That is automatic, unless you accept my language. 

The Cuarrman. It all turns out. What happens if the hearing is 
scheduled? The other doesn’t amount to anything. Now, we have 37 
members here. If any one member says, “I want a hearing,” what 
effect does it have on carrying out what the department wants? It 
says “No” for at least, for the time being. Then they could say that 
is giving to the committee the power of veto, at least for the time being. 

Mr. Bares. What if you used the word “Speaker” instead of “the 
committee.” 

The CuHarrman. Well—because that is clearly right. He should 
make these reports to the Congress, instead of to the committee. 

Mr. Bares. I mean Mr. Hardy’s amendment. 

Mr. Harpy. That doesn’t relate to tying it up, Bill. All in the 
world that does is a procedural situation for the committee. It says 
that the committee must schedule a hearing within the 30-day 
period. If it doesn’t, it goes on through, whether the Congress is in 
session or not. 

Mr. Bares. I understand that. 

The Cuatmrman. Well, Mr. Hardy, just answer this one question, 
then, and see if we are in agreement. If a request is made for a 
hearing, what happens ? 

Mr. Harpy. If the request is made for a hearing, regardless of 
whether the Congress is in session or not, you are supposed to hold 
a hearing. 

The CHarrman. Exactly. 

Mr. Harpy. To carry out the provisions of this section. 

The CrHamman. What effect does that have on the department 
when the Congress is not in session ¢ 

Mr. Harpy. It does not keep them from doing anything that they 
could otherwise do. 

Mr. Arenps. Who could do it? 

The Cuamman. Wait 1 minute. If, for instance, the request is to 
buy $500 acres of land and some member says, “I want a hearing on 
that,” can they buy the land ? 

Mr. Harpy. No, sir; they can’t buy the land. 

The Cuatrman. There it is. 

Mr. Harpy. Wait a minute. They can’t buy the land whether or 
not you schedule a hearing. 

The Cuamman. Of course not. We all understand that. On the 
other phase, it is stopped. 

Mr. Hésert. This will open it. It will relax the thing. 

Mr. Harpy. Of course. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, this doesn’t possibly delay it any 
longer than the language that is in here now. As a matter of fact, 
the language that is now written delays it for a possible 7 months. 

The Cuarmman. There is no one more qualified to argue this than 
Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Arenps. Let Mr. Kelleher state here. 
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Mr. Ketiener. I think the point is being missed here. It isn’t a 
question of whether Mr. Hardy’s language would give more latitude. 
Indeed it would. But it would place language in the law of very 
doubtful constitutionality, because there is no doubt under Mr. 
Hardy’s language that the committee—not the Congress but the 
committee—could veto a project temporarily at least. 

Mr. Harpy. That is not true. 

Mr. Smarr. It is. 

Mr. Harpy. That absolutely is not true. 

Mr. Smarr. All right, just listen to this. Because the project is 
automatically vetoed if there is no action taken at all. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. The act itself—the language 

The CuarrMan. No. 

Mr. Harpy. The preceding part vetoes 

The CHairman. It stands in abeyance because Congress is not in 
session. 

Mr. Harpy. That is the point. The committee doesn’t do one 
earthly thing to hold it up. 

The Cuairman. That is right. The law says you can only transact 
business when Congress is in session. 

Mr. Harpy. The committee doesn’t do anything to hold it up. The 
purpose of it is to let the stuff go on through unless the committee acts. 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Hardy offers the amendment 

Mr. Kripay. Let's discuss it. 

Mr. Arenps. There are a lot of lawyers around here that haven’t 
hada chance to say a thing. 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarman. Go ahead, Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smarr. I don’t think what I have to suggest is going to be very 
acceptable, but I am thinking of the period of sine die adjournment 
when everything comes to a halt. 

Mr. Bares. That is right. 

Mr. Smarr. Recognizing that you may get into a situation where 
you could move out on missile sites and this, that, and the other— 
things of key interest in the national defense. I don’t think the com- 
mittee would want to hold those things up. 

On the other hand, if it is a routine project, there is nothing that 
would be hurt by its awaiting the return of the Congress. 

Now, with those rather nebulous thoughts, I have put together 
some language like this: 

Whenever during periods of sine die adjournment the Secretary of Defense 
shall certify to the Senate and House of Representatives that the expeditious 
accomplishment of any of the actions enumerated in this section is required 
in the interest of national defense, the provisions of this section shall not apply. 

The Cuarrman. Well, of course everything he does is in the interest 
of national defense. 

Mr. Smart. This means key things, not routine things. 

The CrarrMan. Well, everything in it is national defense. This 
whole bill is nothing but national defense. 

Mr. LankKrorb. Phil, is there any way you could put Porter’s lan- 
guage in positive rather than negative language? 

Mr. Keviener. That would not change it. 
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Mr. Harpy. No. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I make this statement? There has 
been a lot of complaint that the executive department has not moved 
forward in missile development and in other phases. I don’t think 
I have ever complained about that, but there has been a lot of com- 
plaint about this. 

Now, does this put us in the position of slowing down the missile 
production or development of our country, and putting ourselves in 
the position of being charged and maybe properly charged 

The Cuatrman. It would put us in the position of saying what. is 
in (1) to (5) in the bill here. 

Mr. Morris. What? 

The CuarrmMan. (1) to (5), of what is in the bill here. It would 
put us in the position of slowing down the department while Con- 
gress is not in session the acquisition of real property—on (1), (2), 
(3), (4), and (5), if they came in while Congress was in recess. 

Mr. Morris. Just a minute. Let me finish it. If we are going to 
adopt either one of these amendments, we ought to adopt an amend- 
ment such as that suggested by Counsel Smart. Because I certainly 
am not myself going to vote to slow down a program here where the 
Secretary of Defense says as far as the defense of our Nation it is 
necessary. 

The CuarrMan. From what Mr. Smart has said, as I caught it, then 
everything is clear. Because that is a complete blanket permission to 
do everything that they are seeking to have some control over. 

Now, read the language again. Let’s see. 

Mr. Smart. The intent of it, Mr. Chairman, is not to let him have 
any blanket authority, but make a person in the high responsible posi- 
tion of the Secretary of Defense certify that the expeditious accom- 
plishment of this is necessary in the national defense. This would 
make him exercise his position to be selective. At least that is the 
intent that I reflect in this language. 

Mr. Kiwpay. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarman. Wait 1 minute. Let him answer him and then 
everybody will get a chance. 

Then he says, “I want to acquire 50 acres of land,” and therefore 
it is highly important, because they require 50 acres of land. 

Mr. Smarr. That is exactly right. That is exactly what this lan- 
guage would let him do. 

The Cuarrman. Then it would be far better to do it the other way 
and just have no control at all. Because that gives complete control 
to the department, because they are clearly predicated upon the na- 
tional defense interest, in everything relating to this bill. 

Mr. Arenps. Your case—— 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Smart, you mean that as an amendment to the Hardy 
amendment ? 

Mr. Smarr. I mean that as an amendment to the chairman’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. The chairman’s amendment. 

The CHarMan. Mine. 

Mr. Bray. Why would you need that to the chairman’s amendment ? 

Mr. Smart. For the simple reason that under the chairman’s amend- 
ment when you reach the period of sine die adjournment, no project 
can be approved until the Congress reconvenes. 
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Mr. Arenps. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. Then I have a further observation to that: that when 
the Congress is gone, you certify you have acted on it as soon as the 
importance of this came to your attention. I mean that is going to 
put them on watch not to just be capricious in the matter. 

You see what I mean, Mr. Chairman / 

The CuarrMan, Everything that comes up here is highly important 
from their viewpoint. 

Mr. Bray. I know. But what I mean is: to say that the importance 
of this matter just came to attention, or that this matter was brought 
up as soon as the importance of it was discovered, which means they 
did not wait over from the 4th of July until the 3d day of August—it 
would just mean a certification, a statement in addition to what you 
have said there, that this matter was brought up as soon as it could 
be brought up. 

I think a lawyer would know what I refer to. 

The Cuatrman. To my way of interpreting it, it would be far better 
to just repeal the law completely instead of taking Mr. Smart’s sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. Smarr. Then have it say it is critical. 

Mr. Arenps. Bob—isn’t this what Bob means, that it becomes an 
extraordinary situation, where the Secretary of Defense has to do 
this? Just a normal acquisition of land, for a normal procedure, 
doesn’t mean a thing. But if it is something, in the period of 7 
months, which is vital and necessary as far as the missiles are con- 
cerned or sites are concerned, or some decision is quickly reached to 
do this, then isn’t that extraordinary to the point where the Secretary 
of Defense says this is extraordinary and he pays attention to it! 

Mr. Smarr. I would change the word and say “is critical.” 

Mr. Arenps. Well, “critical” or “extraordinary.” 

The CHatrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, I think Mr. Smart has something there 
that could be dressed up to probably be rather effective. 

You could require a specific certification by the Secretary of 
Defense—in view of the fact that Congress is not scheduled to convene 
for a considerable period of time, that he certifies in his official capacity 
as the Secretary of Defense that this is of such a critical nature that 
it could not wait for that period of time. 

Mr. Arenps. That is right. 

Mr. Kixpay. Now we have found in the past—and I am convinced 
of this—that when you give one of the military departments the power 
to do something 

The CHarrMan. Well 

Mr. Kripay. Provided the Secretary of Defense in this instance 
approves it, that it constitutes a very effective brake, because it means 
that the service department must process through its department a 
request to the Secretary of Defense for relief in this particular in- 
stance. That is not an easy undertaking, to prepare it and agree on it 
through the military department and then go and process it through 
the Sec retary of Defense specifically. 

There is a provision in an appropriation bill against establishing 
a laundry or a bakery at a military establishment unless the Sec ‘retary 
of Defense certifies that because of the remote nature of it or some- 
thing of that kind, that in this instance it is necessary. 
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There has not been a bakery or a laundry established since that 
brake was put on it. 

But now isn’t this the practical situation? We have here not ex- 
actly a question of law, in my opinion. We have a practical situa- 
tion to confront. 

Through a series of opinions and veto messages, the executive de- 
partment has now pretty firmly taken the position that while Con- 
gress may establish a condition precedent to the acquisition or dis- 
posal of real estate, that it can’t delegate to its committee the power to 
take affirmative action before the department can act. 

Of course the chairman and I have always disagreed on this. I 
have always taken the position that if it is a legislative function the 
committee can’t discharge it, that Congress would have to discharge 
it. If it is nota legislative function it doesn’t belong on the Hill in the 
first place. And in this portion of it I think the executive department 
is correct. 

The CuHarrMan. Well 

Mr. Kizpay. Finding themselves in that situation and having come 
and stated the conclusion that we can do exactly what Mr. Vinson’s 
amendment provides, wouldn’t they then be glad to accept something 
that would get them out of this hiatus of possibly 6 or 7 months, and 
theoretically longer 

The Cuarrman. They can 

Mr. Kitpay. Just 1 second, please. And you have reversed it, you 
have reversed the whole field if you do that. 

It is not that they can’t do anything until we come into agreement, 
until we take affirmative action, but that they can do everything except 
where we take affirmative action. You have reversed your field. 

Mr. Arenps. Yes. 

Mr. Kirpay. I have Mr. Slatinshek attempting to locate for me a 
provision of the Atomic Energy Act. 

Did you find it ? 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kurpay (reading) : 

Any contract hereafter entered into by the Commission pursuant to this sec- 
tion shall be submitted to the Joint Committee and a period of 30 days shall 
elapse while Congress is in session. In computing such 30 days there shall be 
excluded the dates on which either House is not in session because of adjourn- 
ment for more than 3 days before a contract of the Commission shall become 
effective: Provided, however, That the Joint Committee after having received 


the proposed contract may by resolution in writing waive the conditions of all 
or any portion of such 30-day period. 











I grant you that this is subject to exactly the same objection that 
has been made. But it has been accepted. 

My recollection is that this came in the Cole bill—— 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes, “Stub” Cole. 

Mr. Kizpay. In the 83d Congress. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Yes. 

Mr. Kizpay. 1953 and 1954—— 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Amendments to the act. 

Mr. Bares. The 1954 act. 

Mr. Kirpay. Yes. Under this provision you will recall that the 
Dixon-Yates thing came up. It was submitted by the executive in 
accordance with this provision. Congress was not in session, al- 
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though it did convene shortly afterward. And the Joint Committee 
went into session on it. They didn’t agree to the execution of the con- 
tract, but they did proceed on that. 

The point I am trying to make is that we don’t dare walk off here 
and leave something such as came up on the reprograming here the 
other day, or a few weeks ago, of four additional Atlas bases, and be 
in the position that the executive can blast us out of the water, that 
“We desperately need this thing that the Congress has authorized but 
we can’t do it because they have tied our hands.” 

Mr. Harpy. Well 

Mr. Kiwpay. That isn’t a legal question, but a very important 
political question, I am sure. { Laughter. ] 

Mr. Harpy. Would the gentleman yield to me? 

I subscribe completely to that point of view. 

The one thing that i am in disagreement on, and I would like to 
have the gentleman from Texas thinking on this particular proposi- 
tion: Actually, I think we have to do something to permit action after 
adjournment, because I think from a practical standpoint we do. 
That is why I suggested this language. 

But now actually in this, all I have done is provide a procedure for 
the committee to act under it. It does not in any way give the com- 
mittee any authority. It simply says that if you don’t announee— 
you must announce a hearing within that period of time. 

Mr. Kitpay. I agree that we have to find a gimmick. 

The Cuairman. Well, Mr, Kelleher 

Mr. Kitpay. To take care of that period. 

Now, I don’t know what your language means from a legal stand- 
point, of the committee scheduling a hearing. I don’t know what 
that means. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, this language—— 

Mr. Kiupay. As to the caren observation with reference to 
doing this—closing it down or doing nothing at all and not accepting 
a certificate, it seems to me something of this nature would leave us 
in exactly the same position we are now. 

Mr. Smarr. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. What we do now: If Congress is not in session, we 
poll the committee and let it go ahead. 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. We tried to work out something along that line. 
That is what was laid before the committee in the first instance. We 
had it framed up where we could function. 

Now read that. In opening 

Mr. Kitpay. Let me complete my idea. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. The Department having admitted that we can put this 
condition precedent in it and then we go further and do something 
that is contrary to the position they have taken as to the committee, 
still as proctieal people wouldn't they be awfully glad to get it and 
accept it 

The Cuarrman. Well, we thought we worked out.a solution of this 
matter when we first. had the discussion at the opening of the hearing 
of this bill. But Mr. Hardy and others thought we weren’t on sound 
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ground. So we laid it before them and the committee for their 
viewpoint. 

Now read what we put in first. Listen. 

Mr. Kewiener. Yes. “(a)” 

The CHarrMan. We were trying to take care of the situation. 

Mr. Arenps. What are you talking about now ? 

Mr. Ketvener. This is the original version of the amendment to go 
in the bill. 

Mr. Arenps. I see. 

Mr. Ket.enver (reading) : 

The Secretary of a military department or his designee may not enter into any 
of the transactions listed in (1) through (5) below by or for the use of that 
department if during the period of 30 days from the date upon which a report of 
the facts concerning the proposed transaction is submitted to the President of 
the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives a resolution is 
adopted by either House stating that the proposed transaction should be rejected. 

But this applies only while Congress is in session. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. And it was the chairman’s idea that during the 
recess, and again being practical, a phone call and certainly a letter 
from him would defer action on any contemplated project until the 
Congress came back. 

Mr. Harpy. Possibly. 

Mr. Kitpay. We might work out something in combination with Mr. 
Smart’s language and his language. 

The Cuarrman. I think this: when you open the gate, I know of no 
way of balancing a flock of sheep. 

Now in Mr. Smart’s language you do open the gate for them to 
classify it, everything is going to be classified—everything is going to 
be important. 

You point out a single one in here—— 

Mr. Ketiener. It occurred to me, Mr. Chairman: How about a 
Capehart housing project that would house pilots for SAC bombers 
at a new base, or one that is now being built up? Query: Would that 
fall within that? 

The Cuarrman, I recognize fully that the proposal we laid before 
the committee in the first instance was very drastic, and I recognize 
fully that we have to not be caught in the position as I said where the 
President might veto it on that ground. 

Now, can we work out some language by which we can still keep 
control and then let them classify what they want as the most important 
things ? 

Mr. Keviener. Right. 

The Cuatrman. And they will be the most important things during 
the recess of Congress, to go ahead and do as they please. Everything 
is going to be important. 

It might be best to get out of the whole picture, if you are going 
to open the gap. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well, I would agree to get out if the President did 
not put that in his message. I don’t think Congress can submit to that. 
It was a tactical blunder on the part of somebody in the White House. 

The CuatrmMan. Then you are letting your judgment be dominated 
by an indictment of the law. 
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Mr. Kitpay. Well, to an extent, perhaps. 

The Cuarrman. And not the wisdom of the law. 

You see, we were trying to deal with the wisdom of the law— 

Mr. Kitpay. Except. Congress has lost enough of its prestige. 
We can’t submit that way, now that is all there is to it. 

The Executive either obeys the law or it is repealed. He is not 
to take that position. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I believe this amendment that you have 
offered here would take care of it. 

I believe that remark Mr, Kelleher made, modified by the sug- 
gestion of Bob Smart, would take care of it, I think fully. 

Then it is going to be that normally it will come here. If it be- 
comes so critical, and where Congress is gone, where they want to 
make a certification to that effect, that it go in, they are going to 
be very careful because they are going to want to come back here. 

As a practical matter, I believe that that is going to take care of 
the case. 

I wouldn’t have any objection to having it written here. But I 
do believe that the amendment of Phil—you read it in the form of 
an amendment ? 

Mr. Kewiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. To go with the addition suggested by Mr, Smart here, 
using the word “critical,” is going to put them on base, where they 
are not going to make that a routine matter. I think we have cov- 
ered the situation and it will work out all right and is fair to 
Congress. 

I think that we can add a very definite good to the service and 
save money by watching this. Because we have stopped many things 
in the past. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. And have accomplished a lot. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. And I want us to continue to do so. 

I frankly like—as the gentleman here said, I didn’t like the mes- 
sage to Congress on that subject. I believe this is taking proper 
care of Congress and in no way could it possibly jeopardize our de- 
fense effort. That will help our defense effort. 

The Cuarrman. If you could put any brakes whereby everything 
wouldn’t be critical and everything wouldn’t be classified by the De- 
partment head as in the interest of security and national defense. 

Why you might be opening the gap to a certain extent. But I 
know what happens. I know that everything is urgent and every- 
thing is important. The whole defense of the country is wrapped 
up in each one of these things, when any individual wants to put 
it through. 

Mr. Harpy. But the language that I offered 

Mr. Kowatskt. I just can’t believe that there isn’t some working 
arrangement between you, on a practical basis between you and the 
Secretary on these kinds of things. 

The Cuatrman. There is no trouble in the world, if the issue hadn’t 
been raised, that we are cutting it off—we might have cut it off in 
language, but it wouldn’t have been cut off in reality. 
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Mr. Kowatsk1. I believe I would agree with you on that point, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. We have gotten to the point where we have to put 
it in language. I know of no way, unless you just open it up. 

I do think—Mr. Kilday suggested that he is strong for it now in 
view of what the President said. I was strong for it irrespective of 
what the President said. I was for it because it gives a supervision. 
This committee wants to know what is going on. 

Now here it was developed yesterday that some $600 million is 
annually being spent by the research and engineering department. 
This committee knows nothing in the world about it. Not a thing in 
the world. 

I am perfectly willing to live in darkness, but I thought the com- 
mittee wanted light. 

Mr. Harpy. We do. 

The Cuatrrman. What? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, sir, let’s try to get a little light. Let’s vote on this 
thing. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. I have served on this real estate com- 
mittee for many years and I have also had some many unpleasant 
experiences with what the military have done. They have come in 
here and asked for money—like in Hingham, Mass. They assured 
us they need this for the security of the country and within 4 months 
closed the base. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. And transferred it toGSA. 

I don’t like that, and I want to see if we can check it if at all possible. 

Now, I understand, as Mr. Paul Kilday says, from the legal situa- 
tion there is some doubt. Maybe we don’t have the authority and 
shouldn't have the authority as a committee of the Congress. 

But I don’t like to listen to all these stories year after year how we 
need these things and 3 months later they say we don’t need them. 

I think I would go along with Bob Smart’s suggestion. For a year, 
so we can take a look at it and see how it works out. Then if it doesn’t, 
I would vote to put back the old law, as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. Kizpay. Wouldn’t the gentleman agree that the military de- 
partments—everything they request is of top priority ? 

Mr. Bares. Oh. I think there will be a brake here. 

Mr. Krpay. Then when you get to the Secretary of Defense, you 
are in a different realm. 

Mr. Bares. Yes. I mentioned your point. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t agree to that entirely, by any means. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t know 

The Cuatrman. I know the Secretary of Defense doesn’t have the 
knowledge, except what is brought to him by the officer under him, 

Mr. Bares. They are going to be careful in going up there. 

Mr. Arenps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Everything that is brought before the Secretary is 
going to be high priority and they are going to insist—and practically 
everything is going to be cleared. . 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”) 

The CHarrman. The Secretary can ease his conscience. Because 
he says “The Under Secretary says this is highly important.” 
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Mr. Arenps. I think—with Phil’s example there, I think that is 
stretching the point. I don’t think for a minute the Secretary of 
Defense will say that housing is that critical that he couldn’t wait 6 
months, 

The Cuairman. I think he would be clearly warranted in saying it 
is critical, because it affectsthe morale. It would be highly important. 
He will say “We can’t hold up building these Capehart houses because 
the morale of these people is affected. We have no places for them 
to live.” 

I would think that would be the very area in which he would say it 
is eritical and should be cleared. What is more important to the 
defense of the country than morale and for people to have quarters 
to live in ¢ 

Mr. Arenps. For instance, if you have to put in an installation of 
some kind for a missile. 

The Cuarrman. Of course—— 

Mr. Arenps. What could be more critical than making provision for 
that? You wouldn’t have the matter of building houses for people 
who are going to build missile sites. 

The CuatrmMan. You could have both sides. He would certify both 
of them. 

Mr. Bares. They will be in here next year and we can ask them why 
they approved something and why it is so critical. 

The CuatrMan. Now, what is the wish of the committee? I can 
proceed and conduct the school class either flat or round. It doesn’t 
make any difference tome. Either way. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. It has worried me because I do think seriously we 
must keep our hands on it. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, we can’t report this bill today, can we? 

The Cuarrman. No. 

Mr. Kiztpay. Well, why shouldn’t we take a run at writing up some- 
thing? Among other things, let us say—working out something along 
the line of what Bob Smart has said, except making that an additional 
condition precedent. 

Mr. Smarr. [ Nods. ] 

Mr. Kixpay. Saying definitely the Secretary of Defense shall have 
certified to the Speaker and the President of the Senate—the Vice 
President, that the urgency requires that go on. 

The Cuatrman. Now let’s ask Mr. Kilday and Mr. Hardy and Mr. 
Bates—and Mr. Bates has been on this long now. He knows the 
situation. Let’s ask them to sit down, and with Mr. Smart and Mr. 
Kelleher, and try to work up something and bring it back here Monday 
morning. 

And Monday morning we will try to have the committee reach 
a decision on what is the proper thing to do. 

Of course nobody wants to do anything that is going to stagnate 
the Department. And the President might veto it. I said at the very 
outset the President might veto it, on this cutoff date. 

Now we don’t want to be charged with slowing down the national 
defense. We have enough charges being made, anyhow. 

But we do want to work it out in some way where it is going to meet 
the constitutional question and at the same time permit the Depart- 
ment to function. 
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Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman—— 
The Cuatmman. And permit the Department to do what it wants 
to do, without just throwing what we want to do in the wastebasket. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could we take a vote today? Un- 
fortunately, I am not going to be here Monday and I would hate to 
have this happen without my being able to hear what is being said. 

I would like to make this one observation with reference to the 
language I offered. That language was not drafted by me. It was 
drafted by the legislative counsel, and was drafted particulary for 
the purpose of avoiding any implication of transferring the authority 
of the committee. 

I would like to have a vote on it. 

Mr. Bares. But, Porter, under your amendment this committee 
can turn down a project. 

Mr. Harpy. The committee can’t turn down a project. The project 
is already turned down by the language preceding. And if the com- 
mittee fails to act, why the project can go through. 

Mr. Bares. Or if the committee 

Mr. Harpy. The committee can’t turn down anything. 

Mr. Bares. If the committee is against it, then it doesn’t go through. 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hardy, I don’t think you should force the 
committee to act right now. Let’s study it here. 

If you can’t be here Monday, I am perfectly willing to ask the com- 
mittee to defer final action on this bill until we can have the benefit 
of your counsel and advice. We all have a high regard for you. I 
say that very seriously. 

Mr. Harpy. I am trying to work out something here that will be 
effective from the committee standpoint and at the same time permit 
reasonable latitude to the Department. 

The Cuarrman. When can you work with Mr. Kilday and Mr. 
Bates on this matter? What about today? Can you work today ? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, sir; I sure can. 

The CuarrMan. You might be able to accomplish it today and to- 
morrow. 

Mr. Harpy. I will be happy to. 

The Cuatrman. You will stay here today and tomorrow ? 

Mr. Harpy. I have no pride in the language. 

The Cuamrman. Then it is the wish of the committee, from what 
has happened around the conversation, that we defer reaching any 
decision. 

We will ask Mr. Kilday, Mr. Hardy, and Mr. Bates, and Mr. Smart 
and Mr. Kelleher, to sit down and try to work out some language and 
have it ready for us Monday morning. Is that satisfactory ? 

Mr. Kirpay (aside to the chairman). 

The Cuatrman. Well, I want to determine if he agrees to it before 
he goes or disagrees to it. 

Mr. Harpy. I have no pride in the language. All I want is a proper 
vehicle that will safeguard the committee and at the same time per- 
mit the Department to function. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Doyte. Mr. Chairman, I think there is one important point— 
not as important as what you have been discussing. 
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I call your attention to paragraph (a), in which you require a re- 
port if the estimated price, referri ing to (1), is more than $50,000. 

But in paragraph (b), on page 2, you eliminate the need of a report 
if the price is more than $50,000. 

Now, I am on the Subcommittee—as you know—on Real Estate. 

My experience is that almost all these transactions involve more 
than $50,000. I don’t see why you eliminate the need of a report to 
Congress if the price is less than $50,000. It is the transactions of 
more than $50,000 that we are primarily interested in; is it not ? 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. No, no. 

Mr. Dorie. As I read that language. 

Mr. Harpy. This just fills the gap. 

Mr. Ketitener. More than 5 and not more than 50. 

Mr. Dorie. Yes, but Mr. Kelleher, you know, because you are our 
committee counsel, that most of the transactions that our committee 
act on involve more than $50,000. 

Mr. Keitiener. Mr. Doyle, the rest of the bill takes care of those in 
excess of $50,000. 

Mr. Arenps. That is right. 

Mr. Doyte. I know. But the only items that you require the Sec- 
retary to make a quarterly report on 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir? 

Mr. Doyte. Under subdivision (b) are those less than $50,000 ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir; because the Secretary has already told us 
about those over $50,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Under section (a). 

Mr. Ke_Lener. Under section (a). 

Mr. Lanxrorp. In individual reports. 

Mr. Smarr. Then quarterly reports from 5 to 50. 

Mr. Ketiener. This is virtually identical to the existing law in 
this respect, except that it is 25 instead of 50,000. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Kilday—let me ask Mr. Kilday: You 
and Mr. Hardy and Mr. Bates meet here this afternoon at 2 o’clock 
with the counsel and let’s study this matter. 

Mr. Héserr. Mr. Chairman 

The CuHarrman. We will take a recess until 

Mr. Hézert. May I ask one question? Whatever the amendment 
is or whatever is adopted, is that going to have the effect of permanent 
law, or do we have to reenact it in every construction bill ? 

Mr. Keviener. Permanent law? 

The CuarrmMan. Permanent law. 

Mr. Héserr. It will be permanent law ? 

Mr. Arenps. If we pass it. 

Mr. Heserr. All right. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Smart, you sit in here with them. And Mr. 
Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All sit here. Mr. Hardy, stay in here right now. 

Mr. Smart. When are you going to meet next, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMan. Meet Monday morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:09 a.m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
Monday morning, February 29, 1960.) 
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Howse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SuBcoMMITTEE No. 3, 
Washington, D.C., February 8, 1960. 


The subcommittee met at 2 p.m., Hon. L. Mendel Rivers (chair- 
man of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Mr. Rivers. Let the committee come to order. 

Mr. Vinson has directed that Subcommittee 3, as usual, conduct 
hearings and review the authorizations requested in title VI of the 
military construction bill, H.R. 10220. 

Title VI of the construction bill contains the authorization re- 
= by the Department of Defense for the construction of Reserve 

acilities. 

Our subcommittee has, during the past 2 years, provided a line item 
review of the authorization requested by the departments for the con- 
struction of Reserve facilities. This practice is now identical to that 
observed by the full committee in respect to the authorizations re- 
quested for the construction of facilities for the Regular forces. 

The chairman has advised me that it is his intention to consider the 
other portion of the total military construction bill by hearings before 
the full committee. These hearings will begin on Monday, the 15th 
of February, and therefore the chairman has urged me and Subcom- 
mittee No. 3 to expedite the action in respect to title VI, that portion 
of the military construction bill which is the responsibility of our sub- 
committee. 

I also want to call the attention of the subcommittee to the fact that 
we will, in the very near future, begin an intensive review of the en- 
tire Reserve program of the Department of Defense. If all goes well, 
I hope to begin hearings on the posture of the Reserve forces by no 
later than the 23d of February. 

My purpose in mentioning our plans for a review of the entire Re- 
serve program is to suggest to our subcommittee members that our 
examination of the individual projects requested in the bill will pro- 
vide us with an excellent opportunity to acquaint ourselves with the 
— adequacy of the facilities presently available to our Reserve 

orces. 

Before receiving testimony from the departmental witnesses who are 
here today I would briefly like to review the general provisions of 
title VI of H.R. 10220. 

Title VI of H.R. 10220 would authorize construction totaling $42,- 
108,000 of which $12,168,000 is for the Army National Guard; $11,- 
674,000 is for the Army Reserve; $6,450,000 is for the Naval and Ma- 
rine Corps Reserves; $7,226,000 is for the Air National Guard; and 
$4,590,000 is for the Air Force Reserve. This proposed legislation 
would also provide additional monetary authority in the amount of 
$197,000 to correct a deficiency in authorization of an Army National 
Guard project previously authorized in Public Law 85-685. 

Therefore, the total in this proposed legislation of new authoriza- 
tion plus additional monetary authority for the project previously 
authorized amounts to $42,305,000 for the Reserve components. 
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As members of the subcommittee will recall the authorization re- 
quested by the departments for Reserve construction in last year’s 
construction bill amounted to a total of approximately $57 million. 
Therefore, the current request of the Department contained in this 
new authorization bill is significantly less and, indeed, appears to be 
modest. 

However, I also wish to emphasize that regardless of the apparent 
modesty of the departmental request for Reserve facilities, our sub- 
committee will scrutinize most carefully each item with a view to- 
ward insuring that the facilities requested will not, in any event, be 
in excess of actual requirements. 

It is our intention to have the subcommittee hear testimony from 
representatives of the Defense Department followed by testimony in 
support of these authorization requests from the representatives of 
the Reserve components of the Army, Navy, and Air Force. 

Our first witness this afternoon will be Mr. Floyd Bryant, the dis- 
tinguished Assistant Secretary of Defense for Propestien and In- 
stallations. 

Mr. Bryant, if you do not mind, you can give us your testimony. We 
will not interrupt you until you have finished. 

Mr. Bryant. I will appreciate that. 

Mr. Rivers. I think it would be a good thing. Mr. Slatinshek has 
suggested that we have the supporting statements, all the supportin 
statements before we interrogate the witnesses, if it is all right with 
the committee. 

You may proceed, Mr. Bryant. 

Mr. Bryant. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I have a rela- 
tively short statement. Of course, as usual, I am prepared to answer 
such questions as I can or secure the answers. 

The opportunity to appear before your committee in behalf of the 
Department of Defense to support title VI of H.R. 10220 is appre- 
ciated. Title VI contains the authorization required to carry for 
ward during fiscal year 1961 the facilities programs of all of the Re- 
serve components of the Armed Forces. 

As the chairman has already indicated, a total of $42,108,000 of 
authorization for new projects, including expansions and alterations, 
is requested, divided as follows: $12,168,000 for the Army National 
Guard, $11,674,000 for the Army Reserve, $6,450,000 for the Naval 
and Marine Corps Reserves, $7,226,000 for the Air National Guard 
and $4,590,000 for the Air Force Reserve. 

Following the procedure begun 2 years ago at the request of this 
committee, the authorization requested is in the form of specific proj- 
ects, or so-called line items. The programs of the respective Reserve 
components are of such a magnitude as to provide for orderly accom- 
plishment of the maximum of projects within the financial program 
of the President. For any component, the total authorization pro- 
gram will not exceed the financial resources programed to be avail- 
able by more than approximately 25 percent—a modest degree of 
flexibility which experience has indicated to be adequate. 
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In order to give the committee a concise view of the status of the 
construction program for the Reserve forces, the following summary 
is provided (all figures are in millions of dollars) : 






































Army Air Force 
z ___| Naval and 
Marine Total 
National Corps Air 
Guard Reserve Reserves | National Reserve 
Guard 

Carryover unfunded author- 

ization to fiscal year 1960___ 16.8 4.0 2.1 0.7 0.6 24.2 
Fiscal year 1960 authorization 

(Public Law 86-149)... _....- 8.8 21.0 8.3 16.1 4.1 58.3 

ae a ae 25.6 25.0 10.4 16.8 4.7 82. 5 
Less fiscal year 1960 appropri- 

ation for projects._......___. 23.2 20.0 8.0 15.6 3.9 70.7 
Less authcrization no longer 

required (to expire)_......-- 2.3 1.5 1 Ramer 5 6.6 
Carryover of valid unfunded 
authorization to fiscal year 

ae St Ss) eee 1 3.5 1 1.2 3 5.2 

New authorization pro 

for fiscal year 1961 (H.R. 

ES TTS 12.4 11.7 6.4 7.2 4.6 42.3 
Total unfunded authorization 

available in fiscal year 1961.. 12.5 15.2 6.5 8.4 4.9 47.5 
proposed fiscal year 1961 

appropriations for projects... 7.8 11.4 6.5 6.6 3.9 36. 2 
Unfunded authorization, end 

fiscal year 1961...........-- 4.7 3.8 0 1.8 1.0 11.3 
Fundable authorization avail- 

able for fiscal year 1961__._.- (22. 4) (13. 5)| (11.1) (6. 6) (3.9) (57. 5) 














I would suggest with your consent, Mr. Chairman, that we might 
better come back to that, if you want, at the end of my statement, 
because some of the later material might have a bearing. 

Mr. Rivers. Let us do that. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Except that I do want to point out that the last two lines of the 
tabulation that I have referred to illustrate and confirm my statement 
above to the effect that the unfunded authorizations are not more 
than approximately 25 percent of the financial resources programed to 
be available for fiscal year 1961. 

Now, Army Reserve forces: 

When we appeared before your committee in support of the pro- 
posed Reserve Forces Facilities Act of 1959, the reorganization of 
the Army National Guard and Army Reserve was in progress. We 
are pleased to report that, since that time, complete stationing plans 
for the entire Army National Guard and Army Reserve have been 
developed. 

This has been a significant achievement which has been possible 
only by the commendable efforts and cooperation by the National 
Guard officials of the respective States and by the various Army 
agencies concerned. While some minor adjustments in the plans are 
still to be made, these stationing plans will provide a continuing basis 
for our annual authorization programs. In accommodating units of 
the revised organizational structure in the armories and training 
centers already existing, every effort is being made to utilize the 
capacity existing to the fullest extent feasible. In a number of in- 
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stances, however, the results have been less than we originally desired, 
but appear to be all that is practicable of accomplishment at this time. 
We shall continue, however, to explore every possible means to further 
improve the utilization picture. 

or the Army National Guard, authorization proposed for fiscal 
year 1961 comprises 70 new armories, 8 minor conversions and expan- 
sions of existing armories, and 6 nonarmory projects which are sum- 
mer training and supply administrative facilities. This proposed 
authorization will support an execution program of approximately 
$20 million during the coming fiscal year. Title VI also contains, 
for the Army Guard, an item of correction, to which the chairman 
alluded a little earlier, of a deficiency in estimated cost of one armory 
project authorized in the Reserve Forces Facilities Act of 1958. 

For the Army Reserve, the proposed authorization consists of 42 
new Reserve centers, 10 alterations and expansions of existing centers 
and 6 minor additions, including the necessary site acquisitions for 
the new centers. 


NAVAL AND MARINE CORPS RESERVES 


More than half of the $6.4 million of the new project authorization 
»sroposed for these Reserve components is for essential additional 
facilities at 10 established Naval Air Reserve installations which 
serve both Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve aviation. The 
remainder consists of 19 projects for the Naval Surface Reserve and 
3 projects for the Marine Corps Reserve. It is significant to note that 
14 of the 19 Naval Reserve nonaviation projects and 2 of the 3 
Marine Corps Reserve projects involve joint utilization or joint 
construction. 

AIR FORCE RESERVE COMPONENTS 


For the Air National Guard, the proposed authorization consists 
of essential projects for the operation and support of Air National 
Guard aircraft at 10 locations, 7 of which are at civil airports and 1 at 
a jointly used military airfield. 

The relatively small authorization proposed for the Air Force Re- 
serve again reflects the substantial fulfillment of urgent requirements 
for this component and consists of various operational and support 
facilities at nine locations, three of which are civil airports and six 
of which are jointly used military airfields. 

Certain general provisions are included in title VI, which corre- 
spond to those contained in the Reserve Forces Facilities Acts of both 
1958 and 1959; namely, section 601(4): A provision for authoriza- 
tion of urgent projects made necessary by changes in assignments of 
weapons and equipment; section 603 which relates to certain provi- 
sions of existing law pertaining to execution of projects; and section 
605 which provides for a limited degree of flexibility in costs indicated 
for the individual line items within the overall dollar totals for the 
respective Reserve component programs. 

In addition, there is included in this year’s bill—as section 606, 
a provision which would repeal the authorization for any projects 
which have not been initiated within 3 years subsequent to their au- 
thorization. ‘This provision is similar in effect to a provision which 
has been included in the construction authorization acts for the active 
Military Establishment for a number of years. Its primary purpose 
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is to avoid the accumulation of unused authorization for projects 
which are no longer essential due to changed requirements. 

Before concluding my general statement, I should like to acquaint 
the committee with two particular areas in which we have encountered 
problems in the general administration of the Reserve programs, 
mainly as a result of the reorganization of the Army components. 

The first relates to one of the amendments to the basic National De- 
fense Facilities Act of 1950 which was contained in Public Law 302 
(84th Cong.). The purpose of the amendment as stated to the Con- 
gress at that time was to allow the Federal Government to pay 100 
percent of the cost of, and I quote: “converting or constructing addi- 
tions to State-owned armories made necessary by the conversion, re- 
designation, or reorganization of a unit or units of the National 
Guard.” 

The intention indicated by both that language of the stated pur- 
pose and the example used to illustrate rm, sch the testimony 
would appear to limit such expenditures to correction of deficiencies 
generated by a change in the composition or mission of the troop unit 
occupying the armory. The testimony also indicated that construc- 
tion of new armories—that is, new capacity for housing of troop 
units—would remain under the 75-25 cost-sharing formula originally 
established by the act. It is our policy in reviewing requests for 100 
percent Federal financing arising from the current reorganization of 
the Army National Guard to apply the principles referred to above, 
so at to insure against circumvention of the 75-25 cost-sharing prin- 
ciple. 

rr he second problem area, of which we believe the committee should 
be aware, also arises from the reorganization of the Army National 
Guard. Historically, our armory construction has been based on the 
troop unit concept, with space allowances related to authorized 
strength of an average unit, rather than to the number of personnel 
actually enrolled in the unit. Under the current reorganization, the 
authorized strengths of units are based on the total paid-drill strength 
of the Guard, which has resulted in generally lower so-called author- 
ized strengths for the units. Consequently, we have initiated a gen- 
eral review of the space criteria for armories which, incidentally, 
were last reviewed and revised over 5 years ago, to assure that ex- 
penditures of appropriations for armories are related to a reasonable 
military necessity. 

We hope that the committee will not feel that we have taken its time 
unnecessarily in discussing these problem areas, since our understand- 
ing from the original National Defense Facilities Act of 1950 is that 
the committee is intensely interested in the policies of the Secretary 
of Defense under which the program generally is administered. 

With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I would like to depart for a 
moment from my prepared taxt to add this: We have prepared two 
charts which indicate in total and for each Reserve component where 
we stand with respect to the fulfilling of the total long-range require- 
ments for facilities as tentatively estimated by the services. 

I had similar charts last year, but because of the advance in the 
expected date of our appearance before your committee, the reproduc- 
tion of these charts could not be completed for our purposes today. 

We shall have them for you shortly and I respectfully request 
that they be included in the record with my prepared statement. 
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Mr. Rivers. Are you going to explain them at that time or have 
somebody do it ? 

Mr. Bryant. They will be explained, sir. 

And just to recall this to your memory, we had similar charts last 
year which the committee iodiceiad were very useful, showing the pro- 
gram, the whole program, the amount which had so far been fulfilled, 
what remained to be undertaken and where we stood—something on 
this order [indicating]. They will be explained, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

These two charts represent an updating of the similar charts fur- 
nished the committee last year in support of the fiscal year 1960 Re- 
serve forces facilities bill (title V of Public Law 86-149). Chart 1 
shows, in terms of dollars, what has been authorized and appropriated 
for facilities for the respective Reserve components since enactment 
of the National Defense Facilities Act of 1950, the amounts proposed 
for fiscal year 1961 in title VI of H.R. 10220, and the tentative future 
requirements which latter, it should be emphasized, represent estimates 
by the Reserve components based on their assigned missions and 
strengths, and which are subject to review and refinement as they are 
proposed incrementally for inclusion in future annual programs for 
authorization by the Congress. Chart 2 shows the same data con- 
verted to percentages of the total program of each Reserve component, 
in order to allow a comparison of the relative status of the require- 
ments between the various components. 

Mr. Bryant. The representatives of the military departments are 
here, as well, to speak further in support of the authorization requested 
for the respective Reserve components. However, I shall be glad to 
respond to any questions which the committee members may wish 
to direct to me before proceeding to hear the representatives of the 
military departments. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. Before we get into the line items, Mr. Secretary, there 
may be some questions of the committee on your statement. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Philbin? 

Mr. Pritsryn. No; Iam sorry. I was late and I could not be here to 
hear what I know was a very wonderful statement. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Winstead, have you any questions at this time? 

Mr. Wrinsteap. No questions. 

Mr. Rivers. Mrs. St. George? 

Mrs. St. Georee. No questions. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Wampler? 

Mr. Wampter. How do we compare, in our requests this year, as 
opposed to last ? 

Mr. Bryant. It is lower. Overall combined. 

Mr. Wampter. Yes. 

Mr. Bryant. Dollar value, yes, on the order of magnitude about 
four-fifths. 

Mr. SiatiInsHEK. About $15 million difference. 

Mr. Bryanr. Yes, lower. 

Mr. Wampter. Yes. 
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Mr. Rivers. Anything else ? 

Mr. Wamp ter. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. No questions, thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Secretary, somewhere in your statement you men- 
tion the fact that the entire overall program had been completed 
for the—— 

Mr. Bryant. I said the stationing plans had now finally gotten 
completed. This was a very difficult, time consuming job. But, as 
I said, due to the intense efforts, both of the State authorities and of 
the military authorities involved in these Army Reserve programs, 
these stationing plans have now been worked out so that we have a 
much more firm basis for determining need. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the stationing plan ? 

Mr, Bryant. Yes, sir; stationing plan for the Reserve components, 
so that they fit in, as they should, with the Army’s program and 
Army’s plan, that is the Active Forces. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, we can gather from your statement that the Re- 
serve components are running along ilincntaly with the regular 
establishment. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Taking into consideration the reorganization plans, for 
instance, the Army, the pentomic setup, and keeping abreast with 
whatever changes are instituted ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The new military concepts of the Joint Chiefs or the 
services, that the Reserve elements are abreast with them? Can we 
assume that from you so far as this part of the Reserve is concerned ? 
That is that their facilities are ? 

Mr. Bryant. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, I want to ask you one other question. 

This 3-year authorization, how long had that gone—how many years 
had that beenabletorun? Indefinitely ‘ 

Mr. Bryanr. Yes, sir; it has been indefinite. You will remember, 
I am sure when this philosophy was injected into the active services 
construction bill, just after I took office, and the same purpose was 
stated then, this was a committee desire as well as it was the Defense 
Department desire, so as to have a better manageable list. These 
authorizations in some instances were no longer realistic but they were 
still on the books, and it is my opinion that the cancellation of these 
automatically at the end of the third year following the establishment 
of these requirements, which had not then been fulfilled, they would 
automatically cease to be on the books. So we thought that this would 
be completely proper in the Reserve facilities program, as in the pro- 
gram for the active services. 

Mr. Rivers. Can we understand then that any unused authorization 
that is over 3 years old, or 3 years old—let us say over 3—your deadline 
is 3% 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Would no longer be required by the respective Reserve 
components ¢ 

Mr. Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that true, Mr. Secretary ? 

Mr. Bryant. Is that what, sir? 
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Mr. Rivers. Is that true? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. If they do not use it in 3 years, they do not need it. 

Mr. Bryant. Wait a minute. I should add to this: They will 
expire, unless either in our opinion, in which event we would make a 
request for exception or, in the opinion of the committee, an authoriza- 
tion given was still valid but had been unable to be funded for various 
reasons—you can take a variety: Location, uncertainty or somethin 
like that—those can and will be specifically, so far as we are concerned, 
brought to the attention of the committee and we will expect the 
committee, if they have some doubts as to the terminaion of any given 
project, to advise us of their doubts. 

Mr. Rivers. To extend the authorization ? 

Mr. Bryant. To extend the authorization. 

Mr. Rivers. That would be in the nature, of a reclaimer? What is 
the word you all use ? 

Mr. Bryant. We use the expression “reclama” quite frequently. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that the thing that you did to it? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes; that is what we expect. 

Mr. Rivers. So you would review the thing and then bring it to the 
attention of the committee for whatever disposition the committee 
wants to make of it? 

Mr. Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Then the service involved would give its position or 
whatever is needed or required by that branch of the service; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Bryant. That is true. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr, Slatinshek ? 

Mr. SiatinsHek. For my own information, what you would do 
then if this authority were enacted into law, each year thereafter you 
would advise this committee as to what previously authorized projects 
would expire during the current fiscal year and identify them and the 
amount of money authorization involved; is that correct? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes. Is your program, Mr. Deininger—who is the 
Chief of the Facilities Division in my office—is your program actu- 
ally with respect to the Reserves, to use the same provision you would 
use in the main bill ? 

Mr. Detnincer. Yes. We would expect, Mr. Chairman, each year 
to be able to identify for the committee the projects which we expected 
would fall out under this repealer provision. 

For instance, if it were in effect now, we would hope that at this 
present appearance before your committee, we could identify the 
projects which would expire this coming June 30. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, would we need an amendment to the bill direct- 
ing you to review for the committee those projects which have not 
been funded and the reasons given therefor ? 

Mr. Bryant. I do not believe that you would need anything in 
the bill, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Just a minute. Do you do that automatically ? 

Mr. Bryant. Just an expression of the committee’s desire in that 
respect, and it would be included in our review process. 

Mr. SutatinsHeK. That was the purpose in asking the question, Mr. 
Chairman, so that there is a clear understanding on the part of the 
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Department that the committee would be interested in having this op- 
portunity to review those projects which would expire automatically, 

Mr. Rivers. I feel positive, if the Department says they will do it, 
they will doit. I do not think we need legislate. 

Mr. Bryant. No, sir. 

Your purpose or your desire is all we need. 

Mr. Rivers. We have a terrific number of questions propounded to 
us by members—I can’t walk on the floor and I am sure it is true of 
the other members of this committee—someone asking us about an 
armory installation, and we would like to be in a position to give them 
‘whatever help we can. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir; and you should be able to. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes; we could confer with our counsel. Because these 
armories mean an awful lot in every community. 

Mr. Bryant. That is right. 

Bear in mind in that connection, as I said before, the establishment 
of these stationing plans in a more firm manner will have its material 
effect upon some of the backlog of armory projects, which under the 
former concept, before the pentomic Army concept, looked good but 
which presently are not. workable in that light. 

And those can and will be identified for you at any time that you 
request ? 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Mr. Secretary, are you in a position to tell us 
what percentage of the needs of the Reserves have been met to date? 

Mr. Bryant. Well, it varies. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. What are your up-to-date predictions? 

Mr. Bryant. These are the charts, by the way, that we are to supply 
to the committee similar to the ones last year which show a present ac- 
complishment level and future requirement. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Deininger, can you answer that question ¢ 

Mr. Dernrncer. The percentage figures as to the total overall re- 
quirements, as they will come up on the re-do of these charts, the total 
for the entire Department of Defense, that is all of the components, we 
will have met—this is based on dollars—we will have met 54.8 percent 
of the total overall requirement as presently estimated by the various 
departments. 

Mr. Rivers. 58 percent of —— 

Mr. Derntncer. 54.8 percent. 

Mr. Rivers. 54.8 of what year plan? a 5-year plan? 

Mr. Derntncer. No; this is the total foreseeable requirements. 

Mr. Rivers. Total foreseeable? 

Mr. Dernincer. Yes, in this year’s bill they are about 3.2 percent 
of this total requirement. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That would be in addition to the 54.8? 

Mr. Dernincer. Yes; that is right. That leaves to be met after 
fiscal year 1961 about 42 percent of the total overall requirements. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, the next question is now: This re- 
view that you are constantly making due to the changing of military 
concept, is it going to reduce the overall number of armories needed 
or may it add toit? 

Mr. Bryant. I would think—you asked me offhand and if I am in 
error some of the service people can correct me—that it should reduce 
rather than add. 
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Mr. Van Zanpr. Now, in the present-day concept of providing 
facilities for the Reserves, is there any inclination to go to the joint 
use of facilities more than there has been in the past ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir; we are making progress but not as much 
progress as we would like. And we are in a position to go into detail, 
if you want, on that, give you specific figures on what we have 
accomplished. 

As you know, some of the units are more readily available for joint 
use than others. It depends upon location, it depends upon the size, 
various other things. But we are doing a better job each year in this 
matter of joint utilization. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Secretary, you say that you are prepared 
to go intothisarea. Do you mean now or later on ? 

Mr. Bryant. Any time. We have some figures here right now, 
today, if you want to go into it, that will give you an illustration of 
what we have accomplished as of the last year. 

Mr. Rivers. Will we run into that under the normal statement of 
Mr. Deininger, or any of the other gentlemen ? 

Mr. Dernincer. I believe that each one of the military departments 
normally includes in their prepared statements—and I have not had 
a chance to look at them yet—they normally include statistics on the 
joint. use. 

We do have something specific here as to the projects in the pro- 
posed bill as to how many of them are set up on a joint basis. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Will it take just a moment or so? 

Mr. Derntncer. For the analysis of the 1961 bill; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Let me say this, Mr. Secretary: Several of us on 
this committee were active in drafting the Reserve Facilities Act as it 
was originally written in the law, and at that time one of the talking 
points was joint use of Reserve facilities. 

Frankly, I have never been impressed by the program when it 
came, that is, the program as it developed year after year, in regard 
to joint use of facilities. I am happy to see something developing 
here, because I think this was the original purpose of the Reserve 
Facilities Act. 

Mr. Bryant. I remember that you admonished me about this be- 
fore and we are very conscious of it, and no program that comes to 
us is without a question on that point, and we go into considerable 
detail to find out why we cannot have the joint use in an area where 
it is possible to have a joint use. I mean where more than one unit 
is involved, I mean more than one service is involved with Reserve 
requirements. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. At this point, before Mr. Deininger presents his 
figures, what have you been able to accomplish in connection with 
joint utilization of National Guard facilities? 

Mr. Bryant. Can you answer that one, with respect to this, maybe 
with an illustration ? 

Mr. Dernincer. There is an illustration in here, but to answer your 
question more generally, Mr. Van Zandt, there have been in some 
sections of the country considerable opportunity for joint use with 
National Guard facilities. 

It varies greatly throughout the—shall we say now—the 50 States. 
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The 1961 program which is the bill that is before you, of the Army 
National Guard projects, three of them that are in this bill will be 
joint projects. 

Mr. Rivers. Joint with what, the Reserve ? 

Mr. Detnincer. One of them will be joint with the Naval Reserve 
and two of them will be joint with the Army Reserve. 

Of the Army Reserve projects that are listed in this bill, there are 
nine which are listed as joint projects in our program. There are 
six of those joint with National Guard and three of them with Naval 
Reserve. 

Mr. Rivers. Does that mean—Mr. Van Zandt, would you yield? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Does that mean that you are developing or striving 
to develop a prototype which will lend itself to that joint utilization / 

Mr. Detnincer. Each one of these more or less has to be tailored 
to the individual location. 

Mr. Rivers. It does. 

Mr. Dernincer. Because of the differences in the units of the two 
components that are involved at the location. 

In many of them the one facility is already existing. We are try- 
ing to tack something on to that for the second component to get in 
and use it. 

Mr. Rivers. Say both units are up to whatever is required, say, 70, 
80, 90 percent—whatever you regard a going outfit has to be, strength- 
wise; say you have an ideal situation where both of them are good 
outfits, you could not have a prototype for that? There must be plenty 
of areas where you can. 

Mr. Detnincer. By prototype I took you to mean some standard 
plan or something of that order. 

Mr. Rivers. You would have—— 

Mr. Dernincer. Because there are so many variations in the 
strengths of these various units and combinations that would occur. 

Mr. Rivers. I understand that. Say you had two units or three 
units in a community, both of them—I mean a community with the 
Reserves are in good shape, both of them, the Reserve and the Guard 
or the Navy. 

Mr. Dernincer. I might point out, with the Navy a number of the 
projects that are in here this year, in fact, 14 of the 19 Navy projects, 
are to be joint. 

Mr. Rivers. Joint with what? 

Mr. Dernincer. Joint with Army Reserve or National Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. What about Marines? 

Mr. Dernincer. Well, there are two of them that are joint Navy 
and Marine Corps centers. 

Mr. Rivers. y don’t we just develop that as we go along? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I have a couple of questions more to complete this 
area. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is it not true that you are asking for a greater 
number of joint utilization facilities this year than you have any time 
previously ¢ 
Mr. Dernincer. Yes. 
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Mr. Van Zanvr. Does this stem from any particular report or stem 
from any particular study that you have conducted over a period of 
years ¢ 
* Mr. Bryant. I guess a combination of both our recognition of the 
attitude of the committee and 

Mr. Van Zanpr. You mean this committee—— 

Mr. Bryant. And efforts we have made. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. You mean the attitude of this committee? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, and the efforts we have made to implement that 
by closer scrutiny of various demands so that when a given project 
comes in, we can ask the proper questions as to why we cannot develop 
a joint utilization program. 

That and the efforts of the services to accomplish the same end. 
This is a mutual program. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Now the purpose of this last question was to really 
= to the committee that was created by the National Guard, I 
pelieve, to study joint usage. What was the report of that committee ? 

Mr. Bryant. Do you recall that, Bob? 

Mr. Derntncer. No, sir; I do not recall any such report. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Didn’t the Adjutant General’s or the National 
Guard Bureau here a few years ago create such a committee to make 
a study of a program of joint usage ? 

Mr. Bryant. I wonder if we could ask General McGowan. 

General McGowan. I think you will find in the record of a couple 
of years back, General Seeman and I were just discussing it, a rather 
detailed analysis of the whole country, Guard and Reserve, and my 
suggestion, if I might make it, is that we bring that up to date as of 
now for the committee which will automatically show the progress 
made. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Can you do it right now ? 

General McGowan. Can’t do it right here, except for us to say 
what Mr. Deininger said is completely factually correct. We are in- 
creasing the amount. 

Mr. Rivers. Any other question by any member of the committee 
before we get Mr. Deininger? 

Mr. Wrinsteap. May I ask one question, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wrvsreap. If I understand at the end of this year if we grant 
everything you request, you will have your program 42 percent 
completed with your armory construction, of all Reserve components? 

Mr. Derntncer. This is all Reserve components. The figure was 
54.8 percent. 

Mr. Rivers. 54.8 percent. 

Mr. Detnrncer. Plus 3.2 percent which is in this bill, which would 
leave about 42 percent to go. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. Do you have a breakdown on that 42 percent be- 
tween the National Guard, Air National Guard, Army Reserve, Navy 
Reserve, Air Force Reserve, so on ? 

Mr. Detntncer. Yes, sir, that we do have and it. is on these charts, 
it shows a bar for each one of the components with these percentages 
on it. I will be glad to read them off but they will be on the charts. 

Mr. Winsteap. No. 
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Mr. Rivers. The committee—I believe, does not want to—I know 
I do not individually—want to force you to cram a unit in some 

lace where they cannot move around and stumble over each other. 
That is why I was bringing up the thing of some kind of prototype 
that would be adequate. 

Of course, we want first where it can be utilized, but we do not want 
to cramp the morale of the unit being directed to operate in some 
space where they will not be at home or affect their morale. 

Mr. Detntncer. We are very aware of that, sir. I might mention 
this—in your use of the term “prototype facility,” this year we have 
a number of Naval Reserve electronic facilities which are to be ac- 
complished by additions to existing Army Reserve and Army National 
Guard Armories. They are pretty much standardized, so that we 
could use your term, prototype, as to the size and nature of this 
additional wing that will go on the building so as to accommodate 
the Naval Reserve activity at an armory where it did not exist before. 

Mr. Rivers. Off the record. 

(Discussion is off the record.) 
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Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, Mr. Deininger. 

Mr. SiatinsueK. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Deininger does not have @ 
prepared statement. He is in a position to support Mr. Bryant, 
however. 

Mr. Rivers. You had his name here. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Yes, sir. If I may, I would like to ask the Sec- 
retary a couple of questions in respect to the chart in your statement, 
Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Could you explain some of the figures in there. 
I would suggest you might use the National Guard column and simply 
run down that to illustrate the nature of each of the line items. 

Mr. Rivers. This is last year’s chart, you know. 

Mr. Bryant. No, sir, this is the present chart, joining 1960 and 1961. 
In other words, we are making a comparison of what we had, what 
we are now adding and how it comes out in the final fundable author- 
ization available for 1961. 

This involves a carryover. We had a 16.8 million carryover funded 
authorization into fiscal 1960 and we had authorizations in fiscal 
1960—speaking now of the Army National Guard as indicated—of 
8.8 million or a total of $25.6 million. Now, the fiscal 1960 appro- 
priations for projects was $23.2 million. We subtracted that and also 
we are subtracting the amount of authorization which will no longer 
be required on the basis of expirations. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Mr. Secretary, is this a change in requirements, 
also ? 

In other words, you are permitting them to expire and you had not 
used them simply because they were not necessary ? 

Mr. Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. StatinsHek. That 1s 2.3, 2.3, right ? 

Mr. Bryant. 2.3. 

Mr. Siatrnsuek. To go back to that other figure just above it, you 
have appropriations for fiscal 1960 of $23.2 against existing authoriza- 
tions. Do you plan on using that amount ? 

Mr. Bryant. We had planned to put—well, put it this way. We 
intended to fund everything that we are asking for in the 1961 pro- 
gram plus those which have been carried over from 1960. 

You will note, if you go clear down to the bottom—I do not want 
to jump too much—but we have a fundable authorization available 
now for 1961 of 22.4 million. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Where does that figure come from? What does 
it represent ? 

Mr. Bryant. This represents the available money. That is to say 
that which we are able 

Mr. StatrnsHek. Is this authorization or money ? 

Mr. Bryant. This is money. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now. You got this money now or are you plan- 
ning to get it in appropriations ? 

Mr. Bryant. That includes the appropriation which is coming up. 
But it is what we have plus what we are asking for in the way of 
appropriations. 

Mr. Rivers. You will have 22.4? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. SuiatrnsueKk. Does this include the current—this present bill 
that we are considering right now ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes. 

Mr. SLaTINSHEK. You say it does? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. In other words, you will then expend $22.4? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. They do not have it ? 

Mr. Bryant. That is marked for 

Mr. Rivers. Following on through now you will have 22,400,000 ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. All things being equal. How much of that would 
you spend? 

Mr. Bryant. $20 million, roughly. 

Mr. Rivers. How much ? 

Mr. Bryant. $20 million. 

Mr. Rivers. You think you will get that under obligations? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is better than you have been doing. 

Mr. Bryant. Well, maybe I am optimistic but this is our goal. 

Mr. Rivers. As they say in my country, it will be better than bin 
beans. 

Go ahead. 

Just read the bottom figures. 

Mr. SLaTINsHEK. Just to again clarify this, 22.4, of that you have 
a current request here in this bill of 12.4, that leaves roughly 10 
million. 

Where would that figure—what other figures on this chart would 
represent that $10 million ? 

Mr. Bryant. Take it over from there. 

Mr. Derntncer. Mr. Chairman, the answer to that question is that 
the other $10 million comes from the figures at the top of the page 
there, part of it out of the 16.8, part of it out of the 8.8. I might 
point out that in addition to this $22.4 million of funded authorization, 
the figure right above it, the 4.7 represents also valid authorization 
that will be on the books, if your committee grants the present request, 
but not in a funded status. In other words we will not have dollars 
to cover 4.7. 

Mr. Rivers. What has made that 16.8 get so big? What has hap- 
pened to that? Who has held that thing up? General McGowan, 
maybe? [ Laughter. | 

Mr. Dernincer. No, sir. Most of the 16.8 was the bulk authorization 
that was written into Public Law 85-685 by the committee. 

Mr. Rivers. What was that ? 

Mr. Drrtntncer. That was 2 years ago. The Congress wrote in a 
lot of extra authorization for the Army National Guard, and that 
is what the bulk of that is. 

Mr. Puiterx. And you appropriated the money for it too and you 
did not spend it. 

Mr. Dernincer. Last year. 

Mr. Puteri. So you have the carryover here. That is what that 
represents ? 

Mr. Detntncer. Yes. 
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Mr. Rivers. In other words, the Congress did not know exactly 
what they were doing, so you have now decided that you are going to 
help them, is that the sum and substance of it ? 

Mr. Dernincer. Must I answer that question, sir? 

Mr. Pumer. No. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Rivers. It looks like somebody got religion, either you or us. 
I believe it is you. 

Mr. Winsreap. I am wondering, if you are positive you will spend 
$20 million this year, why did we have $10 million carried over from 
1960¢ Was it a fact that the plans were not completed 

Mr. Bryanr. I think the funding plans were responsible for that 
withholding for a temporary period. It iscatching up. I mean it is 
being used now. The delay in execution, I would say. 

Mr. Winsteap. You assume a good portion of that will be used up 
or obligated by the time that this fiscal year runs out. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wriysteap. And you will run just short of 2 million of spending 
that amount next year. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You want to get over to us, though, that you are im- 
plementing the will of Congress. 

Mr. Dernrncer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bryant. We are, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. In that 16.8. 

Mr. Bryant. That is right; this is acatchup arrangement. I think 
we are in excellent position now, both from the standpoint of match- 
ing of authorization with funds. 

Mr. Rivers. Then if we are all around here next year, and I hope, 
God willing, we will be—in the same proportion. 

Mr. Bryant. I am sure you will be, sir. I am not so sure about 
myself. 

Mr. Rivers. Anyway, next year we will have even a better picture. 

Mr. Bryant. It continues to appear, at least to me, and maybe I 
am optimistic about it, but I have a deep conviction that the picture 
is better each year. 

Mr. Puen. Yes; I think you are gradually catching up to Con- 





gress. 


Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I think this is a very good picture. Mr. Slatinshek, 
do you want to develop anything else? Why do you not hit the top 
lines on the carryovers. I see over here on reserve it is 24.2 for the 
Air Force Reserves. What about that, Mr. Deininger? 

Mr. Detnincer. That is total for the whole line, all of the com- 
ponents, that 24.2. 

Mr. Rivers. The Air Force is—— 

Mr. Detntncer. 600,000. 

Mr. Rivers. And 700 for the guard. 

Mr. Detnincer. Yes. 

Mr. Siatinsuek. Mr. Secretary, to clarify one further figure in 
this National Guard column, the 4.7 represents existing authorization 
which at this particular moment in time you feel you will not request 
matching appropriated furs? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes. This will be even at the end of fiscal 1961. 
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Mr. SiatiInsHEeK. 1961? 

Mr. Bryant. Right. And the reason is this is within the 125 per- 
cent rule, for example, that we tried to establish. There will be some 
variations. To have unfunded authorizations less than a quarter of 
the total is, in our opinion, a modest carryover. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Could you reduce the time period? This bill 
contemplates enacting a 3-year repealer on residual authorization. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes. 

Mr. StatinsueK. Could you reduce that further to let us say 2 
years or even 1 year? What are the mechanical problems that you 
would encounter 1f you had such a reduction in this? 

Mr. Bryant. I can tell you that we had thought about it. Asa 
matter of fact, some people have said, well, if it is a good thing to get 
rid of projects that lass accumulated, why not make it less than 3 
years, 2 years. Well there is a point I think of cutoff here for safety. 
Many of the States 

Mr. Rivers. What is this? 

Mr. StattnsHek. I asked the Secretary why not reduce the repeal 
of residual authorization, instead of a 3-year period, to perhaps a 2- 
or even a 1-year period. I recognize personally there are some me- 
chanical and administrative problems involved but I would like the 
Secretary to elaborate on that. 

Mr. Rivers. The reason is the chairman has propounded that ques- 
tion to us, Mr. Vinson. 

Mr. Bryant. One of the best explanations is the fact that we are 
operating under the same sort of a rule with respect to the active serv- 
ices. Secondly, I started to say some of the reasons why we think 
the 3 years at the present time is a reasonable factor is because some 
of these things cannot be generated. Funds, for example, in some 
instances cannot be generated by the States. This is important. We 
do not want them to be wiped out if they are legitimate and should 
be carried over. I think if you had the year or 2-year deal you would 
be making more exceptions, be advised to make more exceptions than 
you will with a 3-year carryover. 

Mr. Putietn. This gives the States an opportunity to comply. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Puteri. You do not want to wash them out until they have 
had full opportunity. 

Mr. Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the mechanics of what goes on? Take a Na- 
tional Guard where it is 75-25. We authorize them here, the money 
is made available, then what does General McGowan’s office do for 
National Guard? Do you authorize the States and then the respective 
legislatures go through the mechanics of providing the funds sub- 
sequent to what we do here ? 

General McGowan. In both ways, sir. There are considerable sums, 
somewhere in the 20 millions, presently appropriated or available in 
bond issues for matching funds. But as the chairman would well 
recall, the 5 instances out of 60 that would be pinched would be the 
ones you hear from. I was just trying to work this out graphically—— 

Mr. Rivers. You are talking about bonds; that would take some 
time. 

Mr. Bryant. That is right, sir. 
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Mr. Puicer. Generally the money is available inthe States? There 
may be some delay in the case of some States and also there may be 
some instances where the States have the money and you do not put 
up the Federal share? 

General McGowan. That is quite correct. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes. 

General McGowan. Three years would appear to me to be the mini- 
mum, and Iam sure that General Harrison, speaking for the National 
Guard Association, would speak to this point. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Slatinshek 

Mr. Puteri. With great persuasiveness. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Rivers. That is a characteristic of those smart New Englanders, 
and they are the finest people on earth—with limitations, of course, 
provided they come after our colleague here. 

Mr. StatTinsHek. I have only one 

Mr. Rivers. W it a minute. I want you to get a good explanation 
for Mr. Vinson, because he does not understand it that way and we 
want to explain it, because the funding in Washington, appropriation- 
wise, the funding home appropriationwise, the bond issues and the 
acquisition of the property as Mr. Van Zandt has brought out, there 
are various avenues of delay before this money may be expended ; 
is that right? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes. These are all right. And there are others. 
Would you like us to make a short statement for the record to bear 
on this? 

Mr. Rivers. I wish you would, because it will be a part of our 
report. 

Mr. Bryant. I would be very happy to. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you not think so / 

Mr. Puitarn. I think that will be very desirable. 

Mr. Bryant. All right, sir; will do. 

Mr. SxiatinsHek. Mr. Chairman, I asked Mr. Deininger to submit 
for the record, if it pleases you, a statement indicating the chronology 
of handling one of these things, what the time elements are, et cetera, 
and that will give us an actual case. 

Mr. Rivers. Then make the explanation right after that and give 
us the whole genesis of the project. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir; [ think we can do it so that it will support 
our 3-year thesis. 








The following project chronologies illustrate some typical factors which delay 
accomplishment of authorized projects: 


PROJECT: ARMY NATIONAL GUARD ARMORY, BERRYVILLE, VA. 


August 20, 1958: Authorized by Public Law 85-685. 

August 29, 1958: Not funded under Public Law 85-852 due to limited appropria- 
tion; i.e., appropriation of only $5.25 million for $23 million of authorized 
projects. 

September 16, 1959: Funded under Public Law 86-275 (fiscal year 1960 appro- 
priation). However, State delayed provision of its matching funds. 

October 1960: Expected reprograming of Federal funds, provided State funds 
are available. 

February 1961: Completion of final plans and specifications. 


April 1961: Estimated earliest date for contract award. 
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PROJECT: ARMY RESERVE CENTER, GALESBURG, ILL. 


August 20, 1958: Authorized by Public Law 85-685, 

August 29, 1958: Not funded under Public Law 85-852 due to limited appropria- 
tion; i.e., appropriation of only $1 million for $5 million of authorized projects. 

September 16, 1959: Funded under Public Law 86-275 (fiscal year 1960 appro- 
priation). However, delay in locating adequate and available site prevented 
proceeding with project. 

October 1960: Expected reprograming of funds to project if site is obtained. 

March 1961: Completion of final plans and specifications. 

May 1961: Estimated earliest date for contract award. 


PROJECT: NAVAL RESERVE ELECTRONICS FACILITY, BLOOMINGTON, IND. 


August 20, 1958: Authorized by Public Law 85—685 for unilateral construction. 

August 29, 1958: Not funded by Public Law 85-852. 

February 2, 1959: BuPers requested BuDocks to initiate preliminary plans for 
joint construction with Army Reserve in lieu of unilateral construction. 

May 5, 1959: Authorized final plans and specifications. 

May 16, 1959: Secretary of Navy requested Congress to approve reprograming 
action. 

June 12, 1959: House Appropriations Committee approved reprograming action. 

September 18, 1959: Senate Appropriations Committee approved reprograming 
action. 

October 1, 1959: Funds assigned to district public works officer. 

Completion of final plans and specifications delayed by Army Reserve 
project. 
May 1960: Estimated completion of final plans and specifications. 
June 30, 1960: Estimated earliest date for contract award. 


PROJECT : MARINE CORPS RESERVE TRAINING CENTER, MEMPHIS, TENN. 


July 1, 1957: Site leased from Christian Brothers College. 

August 20, 1958: Authorized by Public Law 85-685. 

August 29, 1958: Funded by Public Law 85-852. 

September 24, 1958: Funds apportioned. 

May 4, 1959: Project advertised. 

Due to inquiry from the Protestants and Other Americans United for 
Separation of Church and State, the Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
(Material) directed postponement of bid opening. 

July 24, 1959: Under Secretary of the Navy decided to abandon the college site 
and seek another site since satisfactory changes in the lease could not be 
obtained from Cristian Brothers College. 

Present plans are to acquire excess Air Force land at Mallory Air Force 
Base for site. 

June 30, 1960 : Estimated award date. 


CONCLUSION 


While there are other factors which sometimes delay initiation of projects 
after authorization by the Congress, the above examples indicate that a 3-year 
spread between the enactment of authorization and actual obligation of funds 
for construction is not exceptional. It should be emphasized that the occurrence 
of such delays in no way indicates deterioration of the essentiallty of the projects. 
Reduction of the 3-year period in the proposed automatic repealer provision 
(sec. 606 of H.R. 10220) could only generate the need for more excepted projects 
in the language of subsequent authorization bills, which would entail unnecessary 
complications in the work of the congressional committees as well as in the 
Defense Department. 


Mr. Rivers. I think so. Mr. Slatinshek, have you finished ? 

Mr. SiatrnsHek. Just a couple more questions, very briefly. 

Referring now to the bill itself, since you are up here for the 
Department. You have already discussed the repealer provision in 
the bill. If you could discuss generally the other sections which 
are not directly concerned with line item authorizations. 

Mr. Rivers. What is that ? 

Mr. Bryant. The general provisions you are talking about now. 
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Mr. Siatinsuek. Yes; I can identify them now. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir—601(4)—these are not new, as you know. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bryant. They have their genesis some time back. Counsel is 
here. Would you like to take that on for me? I know the purpose 
of the thing but you have got the references to the legislation. 

Mr. Rivers. Give us your name—give the man your name and title 
and everything, and go ahead and see if you ean answer it. 

Mr. Mayer. Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, Andrew C. Mayer, Office of 
General Counsel, Office of the Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. Chairman, generally speaking, these general provisions, so 
called, are quite similar to those which we have put every year in the 
military construction authorization acts. The purpose of including 
them separately in the Reserve forces facilities acts, which is in this 
case title VI of the present bill, is to insure that this program can 
operate separately from the construction program of the Active 
Forces. 

Now section 603 contains certain 

Mr. Puitery. Would you address yourself to 602? 

Mr. Mayer. Yes, sir. Section 602 is that so-called deficiency au- 
thorization which I believe both Mr. Bryant and the chairman referred 
toearlier. This merely amends an earlier authorization which was in 
Public Law 85-685 by increasing the amount, and when the amount 
of that line item is increased we also increase the total for that Reserve 
component. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the reason for that increase ? 

Mr. Bryant. This was a planned unit which grew in importance 
and requirement and size, so that the deficiency could not have been 
foreseen at the time of the original planning. The stationing require- 
ments, I mean, were at that time less. 

Mr. Rivers. Let us start over now. The 602—did the National Guard 
come to you and say “We need more money for this project because 
it is larger than what we anticipated”? Is that the way it works? 

Mr. Derntncer. That is right. This particular one is one that was 
changed because of these new stationing plans. 

Mr. Rivers. This is an example of the new stationing plan. 

Mr. Derntncer. That is right. 

Mr. Pritsrn. This is just stepping up the amount of the authoriza- 
tion on this one particular project ? 

Mr. Derntncer. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. My reason for asking that was that an increase like 
that was not because of increased costs in construction ? 

Mr. Bryant. No,sir. Fundamentally, it was size. 

Mr. Pruiterm. You are getting into increased costs too. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes. 

Mr. Winsteap. What percentage are you allowing this year over 
last year on increased costs ? 

Mr. Rivers. At least 5 percent. 

Mr. Derntncer. The estimates for the projects in here are the 
estimates that have been made by the construction agencies. Just 
what the advance in construction index is, I could not say. But we 
have the same 15-percent clause in here that we had in last year, 
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permitting a 15-percent deviation from the cost of the line item in 
the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, that is across the board in all services. 

Mr. Dernincer. Yes. 

Mr. Bryant. So long as the total does not exceed the total that you 
authorize. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. With that limitation ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Mayer, you go ahead, now. 

Mr. Mayer. Yes, sir. 

Now section 603 exempts from certain provisions of the revised 
statutes this authorization for Reserve facilities construction. These 
restrictive provisions deal generally with such things as advance pay- 
ments and so forth. I could go into them in detail but I think these 
are all basically the same provisions that we have in the Military 
Construction Act. 

Mr. Puiterin. Pardon me. Would you permit me to interrupt you? 

Mr. Mayer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Puitpin. Would you consider the first paragraph on page 62, 
that item that relates to $20,079,000, where you stepped that up— 
was that part of the other one? 

Mr. SuatinsHEK. Yes, sir; that is a technical change to correct the 
total involved. 

Mr. Puen. That clarifies it. 

Mr. Svatinsuek. If I may interrupt counsel, section 603 is almost 
identical to the provision contained in the other portion of the mili- 
tary construction bill. It is traditionally put in and it permits the 
Department to waive and except certain requirements in respect to 
advance payments and it is again a routine section. 

Mr. Mayer. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead now on the next one. 

Mr. Mayer. Section 604 merely sets forth the totals of the line items 
contained in title VI of the bill. 

Section 605 provides a certain amount of leeway, 15 percent, which 
is the amount by which individual projects may be increased over the 
line item authorization provided in the bill, so long as the total author- 
ization for each Reserve component is not exceeded. 

Mr. Rivers. You know, I think, Mr. Secretary, that the services 
have done a good job, because when they sit down here, take a slide rule 
and whatever they do to compute these things, things of the magni- 
tude of this and other MCA authorizations, and do not vary any more 
than what they do, I think that is a fine record. 

Mr. Bryanv. I think it is too. Of course, when you think at the 
same time of the fact that this holds true in a much larger area of 
money and project, the main bill, it is rather astounding. 

Mr. Rivers. ‘That is what I am talking about, the entire bill, it is a 
fine record. 

Mr. Bryant. That is right; it is. I think you should thank the 
services for that, sir, of course. They do all the preliminary estimat- 
ing. 

Mr. Rivers. Since the service is under civilian control, I think we 
will start off with you. 

Mr. Bryant. Thank you. 
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Mr. Purser. I think we all agree on that. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. What is the next thing you have? 

Mr. Mayer. The final general provision here is section 606 which is 
the repealer provision that I think has already been fairly fully dis- 
cussed ; then, of course, section 607 which merely sets forth the title of 
this portion of the act. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Secretary, will you be here tomorrow ¢ 

Mr. Bryanr. At your will. 1 had not planned to be when the 
services are testifying, except 

Mr. Rivers. I do not think we need that. I want to tell you on 
behalf of the committee how well we think you have done and pay you 
all a compliment, and I hope you will be around here as long as you 
want to be here. Of course, I do not approve of anybody holding the 
job in perpetuity. But when you do decide to leave I want you to 
know we think you have done a fine job. I have known you a long 
time before you came to Washington on this job. I believe if you had 
worked as hard with the company you came from, you would have 
retired a long time ago. 

Mr. Bryant. I retired 4 years before I had to. 

Mr. Rivers. I want you to know that we greatly admire you for 
your competence and excellence and the fine job you have done. You 
have been very cooperative, and the results have been good. I want 
you to know that we feel that way. 

Mr. Bryant. I deeply appreciate that. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Slatinshek, what have you got? 

Mr. Siatinsuek. The next witness is Major General Seeman. 

Mr. Rivers. General Seeman, you come on around. I guess we are 
ready for line items now, are we not ? 

Mr. SiatrnsHek. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. General Seeman, you go ahead. 

General Seeman. I have a very short statement, Mr. Chairman. 
This is the first time we have been able to compare some of our fig- 
ures because of the fact that your subcommittee is starting ahead 
of the regular committee and there are some slight differences in the 
third figure, with some of the figures that Mr. Bryant had. I will 
try to point those out as we go along. 

Mr. Rivers. You can explain them and reconcile them. 

General SkEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go right ahead. 

General Seeman. Then we will go ahead with General McGowan 
and General Warren. 

Mr. Rivers. Have you got somebody else? These are your assist- 
ants? 

General SrEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is this the last prepared statement ? 

General Seeman. No, sir. General McGowan has a more detailed 
statement for the guard and General Warren for the Army Reserves. 

Mr. Rivers. Isee. You go right ahead. 

General Sreman. Mr. Chairman, I am very happy to again have 
the pleasure of appearing before this subcommittee to present the 
Army’s fiscal year 1961 military construction program. I shall ad- 
dress myself to the Army portion of title VI of the military con- 
struction bill which the House Armed Services Committee is sched- 
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uled to hear commencing on or about February 15, 1960. As you 
announced in your opening remarks, I shall cover the general aspects 
of the requests for Army Reserve and Army National Guard facility 
construction. Representatives of the Army Reserve and Army Na- 
tional Guard are present to respond in detail to any questions regard- 
ing their respective programs. Then, as I mentioned, General Mc- 
Gowan and General Warren will pick up the ball when I drop it. 

For the Army Reserve, the proposed authorization of $11,674,000 
for fiscal year 1961 would provide 42 new Army Reserve centers in- 
cluding 1 purchase and 16 projects which are additions to present 
centers. 

Mr. Bryant’s statement had a figure for 10 additions and 6 altera- 
tions. You can see that adds up to the 16 here. 

These additions are chiefly for training space and vehicle mainte- 
nance space essential to the training program. 

For the Army National Guard the proposed fiscal year 1961 authori- 
zation of $12,168,000 would provide 65 new armories, 13 projects for 
conversion of present armories, and 7 nonarmory projects which are 
summer training and supply ¢administrative facilities, 

Here again Mr. Bryant’s statement included 78 armories which is 
the total of the 65 and 13. He broke that total down into 70 armories 
and 8 conversions. It is just making little ones out of big ones and not 
quite following the same rule. Mr. Bryant had also six nonarmory 
projects and in one case he counted one as one and we counted it as 
two. But it isthe same figure. 

Camp Ripley, Minn., one project for water storage tank and tower 
at $160,000 4 another project for a battalion training area with utili- 
ties at $171,000 counted as one project by the Department of Defense. 

This new authorization, added to valid carryover, will provide a 
total authorization of $14.4 million for the Army Reserve and $24.1 
million for the Army National Guard. The Army proposes to re- 
quest new obligational authority of $12 million for the Army Reserve 
and $8 million for the National Guard, which when added to carryover 
funds available from fiscal year 1960 will total $14.1 million for the 
Army Reserve and $23.2 million for the National Guard. Our pro- 
posed fiscal year 1961 obligations, or direct obligations as the Presi- 
dent’s budget carries it, are planned at $12 million for the Army Re- 
serve and $20 million for the Army National Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. Now that is 32 million out of 38, 23 and 14, that you are 
going to spend this year. 

Mr. SuatinsHek. That is right. 

General Seeman. Yes. This is the point I mentioned: We did 
not reconcile a 3-year rescission in here, so our figures here are slightly 
different from the table which Mr. Bryant presented. But for the 
record we will straighten this out. 

For Army National Guard authorization available for fiscal year 
1961 as reported by Department of Defense totals $27.1 million while 
Department of the Army estimate is $24.1 million. The difference is 
‘$3 million represented by authorized projects not considered valid con- 

struction requirements at this time, which will be allowed to expire 
under the 3-year rescission provision. 

For the Army Reserve the available authorization for fiscal year 
1961 is reported by Department of Defense at $17.3 million while the 
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Army estimate is $14.4 million. The difference of $2.9 million is ac- 
counted for in a reserve necessary for real estate acquisition and ad- 
vanced planning, as well as authorized projects not considered as valid 
requirements. 

r. Rivers. I see. 

General Seeman. As in the case of the Active Army authorization 
and funding levels, we believe the carryovers of the Reserve forces 
construction are at the minimum level for preserving working pro- 
gram continuity. 

The Army estimates that the remaining facilities requirement after 
fiscal year 1961 will be 607 new Reserve centers out of the total present 
requirement estimated at 1,800 (which includes a number of leased 
and donated facilities) ; and 467 National Guard Armories out of an 
estimated net requirement of 2,732 when the construction program is 
completed. Additionally, there will be a requirement for approxi- 
mately 353 modifications of existing armories. We continue to ex- 
ploit all possible joint use of National Guard and Reserve assets as 
well as joint use with other Navy and Air Force Reserve units. 

This concludes my presentation, Mr. Chairman. The detailed justi- 
fication for the project we have in two books. For the Army National 
Guard, General McGowan is present, and for the Army Reserve we 
have General Warren here this year, and you recall General Palladino 
presented that program last year, sir. 

That completes my statement. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

Are there any questions of General Seeman by any members of the 
committee ? 

Mr. Putten. I would like to say that the general has made a very 
fine statement, a very interesting and very forceful statement here. 

Mr. Rivers. And very concise; right to the point. Thank you, 
General Seeman, as usual you always make a fine witness. Let us 
have the next witness. Is it General McGowan? 

Mr. StaTiNsHEeK. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. General McGowan. Did you tell me earlier that this 
is your last appearance ? 

General McGowan. No, sir; off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

General McGowan. We were able to get some charts ready, Mr. 
Chairman, by good luck. 

Mr. Rivers. Yours is going to bea general statement ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

General McGowan. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I welcome this 
opportunity to report on the requirements of the Army National 
Guard construction program, the progress to date and future require- 
ments, by projects and dollars, for armories and other facilities. 

Mr. Rivers. Are you going to, in your prepared statement, reflect 
on the proposed cut of the Reserves ? 

General McGowan. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is an amount of about 30,000, is it not ? 

General McGowan. Forty thousand in the case of the Army Na- 
tional Guard. 
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Mr. Rivers. Has that caused you to alter your original presentation / 
General McGowan. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. Go ahead. 

General McGowan. Because our remaining requirement is of such 
a magnitude that if that did take effect what we propose would still 
be required. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General McGowan. As stated earlier to the committee, the Army 
National Guard completed reorganization to the pentomic concept in 
October 1959, I might say a year ahead of schedule, and this presenta- 
tion is based on the new troop structure that the Secretary mentioned. 

Based on new inventory and stationing plans for each State the 
National Guard Bureau and the Department of the Army recently 
completed a study to determine the status of existing armory facilities 
and the requirements for construction in future fiscal years. 

I have four charts to illustrate our construction program. 

Chart No. 1 (total armory facilities) : The total armory require- 
ment to house the 4,400—but the exact number is 4,388—federally 
recognized units of the Army National Guard as of July 1, 1959, is 
2,732, as shown by the bar on the left. These facilities are in two 
categories: First, 729 State-owned armories are adequate; second, of 
the 1,061 armories constructed with Federal participation, 982 are con- 
sidered adequate while the remaining 79 require alteration, expansion, 
or conversion due to additional units stationed therein or different 
types of equipment. This 79 when added to the 942 remaining re- 

uirements produces a total of 1,021 armory projects contained in 
scal year 1960 and future years’ construction programs. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Out of the total of 2,700? 

General McGowan. Total of 1,021 together; yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. To be completed? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. Roughly you provided about 60 per- 
cent of the dollars we needed and provided about 60 percent of the 
construction. 

Mr. Rivers. We provided 60 percent of the dollars and you spent 
about 40 percent of it ? 

General McGowan. No, sir; we have done quite well with the money 
that Congress has provided, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, General. 

General McGowan. This next chart, on the left, the bar represents 
these 1,021 armories we left on the right of the last chart, which as 
of July 1, 1959, required construction of some type to adequately house 
the units of the reorganized Army National Guard. The bar in the 
center represents the 378 existing armories which require alteration, 
expansion or conversion. The bar on the right dean ie 643 complete 





new armories still required to be built. These armories will replace 
interim or inadequate facilities which were constructed or provided 
with no Federal participation. 

As shown by the tick marks—of this requirement for 643 new ar- 
mories, the fiscal year 1960 current $15 million obligation ceiling will 
permit us to build approximately 85 new armories and to alter, ex- 
pand, or convert eight more in fiscal year 1960. The remaining re- 
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quirement left for future construction in fiscal year 1961 and later 
years will be 558 new armories and 370 existing armories to be altered, 
expanded, or converted. 

Mr. Rivers. Say that again, you will need to build 

General McGowan. 558 new armories and to alter 370 existing ar- 
mories after fiscal 1960, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. After fiscal 1961 ? 

General McGowan. Fiscal 1961 and forward, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

Mr. Van Zanovr. The fact that the roles and mission of the Na- 
tional Guard is being changed—I am thinking now of National 
Guard units that are taking over Nike sites—will that have any effect 
on the Army requirements ¢ 

General Scotia Sir, we have not provided any facilities since 
I have been in the Bureau for these antiaircraft units which were first 
manning gunsites and now man missile sites. We have not nor do we 
propose construction for them. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. This program has no relationship to that? 

General McGowan. No, sir; except it exempts them. 

Mr. Rivers. It could very well affect it, could it not ? 

General McGowan. If those missile units went out of business and 
they became a different type of unit, if they were not housed in the 
present locations as an armory, we would have plans to provide some, 
but we think the missiles will be with us for some time. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General McGowan. Chart No. 3 shows our armory construction 
funds. $95 million, as you will see on the top of the chart, is the re- 
maining appropriation requirement. As shown on the left, $239 mil- 
lion is the total Federal investment required based on the reorganized 
Army National Guard. Of this, the Congest has already appropri- 
ated $144 million, as shown by the gray bar, through fiscal 1960, leav- 
ing $95 million shown on the right as the remaining appropriation 
requirement from fiscal 1961 forward. 

is last chart portrays the Armory Construction progress under 
the provisions of the National Defense Facilities Act of 1950, as 
amended, by dollar obligations from fiscal 1953 through fiscal 1960. 
As you will see, obligations progressed from $6 million in 1953 to 
the high points of twenty-six-plus million in fiscal 1956 and 1957. 
Funding restrictions held obligations in fiscal year 1958 to $13.1 mil- 
lion. The fiscal year 1959 and 1960 obligations reflect the continued 
limitation placed on annual obligations. 

Mr. Putter. Was this money actually spent? 

General McGowan. This is the level of obligation regardless of 
number of dollars available. 

Mr. Putter. Do you have a chart which will show the actual 
moneys available for that period? The actual money that was spent 
and expended ? 

General McGowan. We could insert this chart in the record show- 
ing at the time the dollars available. 

Mr. Puirern. That is right, the dollars spent is what I would be 
interested in in that same period. 























































































































Military construction, Army National Guard expenditures 
Armory Non-Armory Total 
Fiscal year 1952_.........- ee ROE ee ae OF ie seer $18, 954. 29 
eo ak ian casbbneehwk’dingmmons amnaaie 1, 777, 748. 51 $673, 798. 55 2, 451, 547. 06 - 
NE ES EE ee eee ditninstbaihe ikncedl 9, 006, 514. 24 3, 979, 480. 04 12, 985, 994. 28 
a cee edauen’ 18, 804, 670. 69 2, 270, 791. 56 21, 075, 462, 25 
2 Of ee ee ee ee ee 14, 103, 052. 74 1, 406, 703. 69 15, 509, 756. 43 
EE CR IES SRSA A a ae HN 22, 700, 078. 55 2, 482, 644. 07 25, 182, 722. 62 
Eo ne cndicneniee oti nsediokinwcieiaant 21, 016, 354. 81 1, 666, 745. 29 22, 683, 100. 10 
ON St ES ee, ae Fee 15, 294, 312. 25 2, 802, 437. 83 18, 096, 750. 08 
2, RR RES Teas Ss eee Meee eee ee ee 102, 721, 686.08 | 15, 282,601.03 | 118, 004, 287. 11 
Military construction, Army National Guard, status of appropriation 
] 
National Guard 
Armories Nonarmory Total 
Fiscal year 1952: 
Unobligated balance beginning. -.-..................--.---- en ReneS, Me RS ee 
pT PF € ESI S LI nabdndewddhdbalb sind | $16, 000, 000 $8, 000, 000 $24, 000, 000 F 
Transfer. _...... EST Se CaaS el pean ae ea 2, 650, 000 2, 650, 000 
Ee a Se eae ae! ee ee. See 16, 000, 000 10, 650, 000 26, 650, 000 
en a ar cel nlicdasraoutiadicomsmaaianstehwake munis roaniine 31, 124 2, 633, 041 2, 664, 165 
ee ae 15, 968, 876 8, 016, 959 23, 985, 835 
Fiscal year 1953: 
Unobligated balance beginning. ---........-..--.---------- 15, 968, 876 8, 016, 959 23, 985, 835 
EASY POY CSE ae | ae oe eee ae See , 000, 3, 000, 000 8, 000, 000 
SST, SS a ae Se SES aes Seat Re eee 
i ge a ee ae ee 20, 968, 876 11, 016, 959 31, 985, 835 F 
NLT EAD cel AD 5 IL I Tito Sh Deal Meh 5, 988, 618 2, 332, 444 8, 321, 062 
re a oan cenlinnowatinnaddamn om 14, 980, 258 8, 684, 515 23, 664, 773 
Fiscal year 1954: i et 
Unobligated balance beginning. --............-....------- 14, 980, 258 8, 684, 515 23, 664, 773 
Appropriation. --...-- eee e eS reer ewer eee 8, 994, 000 100, 000 9, 094, 000 
ith nbibdancnicenndunestunraianaieipniamnaaihAgeuanababinglsabeesmmnteswalbnsadeeadeawel 
EEE en a Ee a a 23, 974, 258 8, 784, 515 32, 758, 773 
IRR Se Sake ech an Sieaeneentetebensatanadke 15, 508, 345 3, 518, 000 19, 026, 345 
I Se wage ecmnind 8, 465, 913 5, 266, 515 13, 732, 428 
Bree Le AER EROS eee re et aes ee BARS S3) Fonts SERPS The & 19, 413 19, 413 a 
Unobligated carried forward. -.-..........-..-....-.-.---- 8, 465, 913 5, 247, 102 13, 713, 015 ; 
Fiscal year 1955: 1 
Unobligated balance beginning........__--...--.-..---.-- 8, 465, 913 5, 247, 102 13, 713, 015 t] 
CL ee ee ae Se ae eee See 9, 000, 000 1, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 
OE 2 oth Pat esbat docks beadkiwticebntancesentesuswcs 10; 000,000 1.15: 18, 000, 000 
NSS LE TICETEOE ich Tole? ihe 35, 465, 913 6,247,102 | 41, 713, 015 
NE Fo occa ct ccecacpalddaii yee dthinbhens AALS 17, 461, 093 1, 722, 298 19, 183, 391 q 
Unobligated end of year_.....--..--.------------------- 18, 004, 820 4, 524, 804 22, 529, 624 Pp 
Fiscal year 1956: ; _— ‘ R 
Unobligated balance beginning---........---.----.-- mist 18, 004, 820 4, 524, 22, 529, 624 a 
0 EEE ee ee ae 19, 278, 000 8, 333, 000 27, 611, 000 
EE, i beak soak in hieitdann sbcccwntee rch ene deseel podsbsedenband —5, 000, 000 —5, 000, 000 
et il OEE 37,282,820} 7,857,804 | 45,140, 624 be 
NE ELE SOT ARTS SRE PP aE ES PEE 26, 193, 375 2, 553, 484 28, 746, 859 de 
ees Gir OF FORE... sn cn ccccncncedacuweusee 11, O89, 445 5, 304, 320 16, 393, 765 Mm 
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Military construction,' Army National Guard, status of appropriation—Continued 
National Guard 
0 Armories | Nonarmory Total 
- 06 
: + Fiscal year 1957: 
+ Unobligated balance beginning..........--..--..--------- $11,089, 445 | $5,304,320 | $16, 393, 765 
62 DION co 5. i hicstnnbins th binbtaan debgcdcasslod 16, 000, 000 4, 000, 000 20, 000, 000 
: 10 a adn nic cual cain netacbdtaninnadakaraaiane damat +4, 928,456 | +5, 000,000 +5, 000, 000 
+ | Sa ART ESRI GS ROTOR ERY FZ FC FW Cre ROT +973, 490 | 4,928,456 |... 
she Tl. otis Leleddisiant-cmyersen~eertennteiptvinsentenatiateandiecdauaean —973, 490 |-22- 7222-2227 
. nN NTR i055, < ysis <dehenncddosthitebevanibidseite 32,991,301 | 8,402,374 | 41, 393, 765 
“2 SUITING cteubnndtouetuhtegmanicneneamerneseraall 26,712,323 | 2,300,275 | 29, 012, 598 
SIRS GIG OF FIRE. nc cccacahacé<énnvusbunsbwatecns 6, 279, 068 6, 102, 099 12, 381, 167 
_ Fiscal year 1958: wr 
Unobligated balance beginning--................-.-.-.-.- 6, 279, 068 6, 102, 099 12, 381, 167 
DE ida teak ckd keen nd dswidsdbonacsunabioubsabest 17, 000, 000 3, 000, 000 20, 000, 000 
—_ CE IRE TE SELENE IE EARL A EAE: SORE) ER 
Rs ies. ncn htt ddindid ies knidin’ tnidadawengdabaaliics 23, 279, 068 9, 102, 099 32, 381, 167 
— natn autheacdrsé<staadcenahacinn daha memeiie 13, 190, 188 2, 654, 653 15, 844, 841 
Unobligated balance end of year-_-...-.......-.---.----- 10, 088, 880 | 6, 447, 446 16, 536, 326 
, 000 Fiseal year 1959: wn eg th. hare’ 
, 000 Unobligated balance beginning. --.................---..-- 10, 088, 880 6, 447, 446 16, 536, 326 
— FNS RIS BS EPS SS ae 5, 250, 000 Lik dant conalibne 5, 250, 000 
i rei ae i aie Wis ak AE RE ORR REL Ss 2, 889, 500 | + —2, 889, 500 |.........---.. 
— SSE SE OT ne TF _-e--| 18,228,380 | 3,557,946 | 21, 786, 326 
, 835 Transfer (unobligated balance adjustment)_............-- | —387, 364 | |S hy bala ie taeda 
: OS SE TEAL Y Se 17,841,016 | 3,945,310 | 21, 786, 326 
835 i ER TEI RAPER ORIEL IE 11,513,391 | 3,312,067 | 14, 825, 458 
cand Unobligated balance end of year. -...........-...-..-.-- 6, 327, 625 633, 243 6, 960, 868 
, 835 Fiscal year 1960: ina a | calerR Ay 
, 062 Unobligated balance beginning. .........-...........----- 6, 327, 625 | 633, 243 6, 960, 868 
73 RECOPEANEAINL.. 2.00 sinnncoiswkguiesb cdngsdesescanenbversdeeses 20, 289, 000 | 2, 930, 000 23, 219, 000 
= SRI in ican hss icitcctrascahicsbentitnl 26,616,625 | 3,563,243 | 30, 179, 868 
7 plas Pee ite SOR, SSNS a ORES SP 13,900,000 | 1,100,000 | 15, 000, 000 
000 Unobligated balance end of year..................-..-.- 12, 716, 625 | 2, 463, 243 | 15, 179, 868 
773 
), 345 ° 
vo General McGowan. Yes. We obligated about half of the dollars 
| 413 available. 
O18 Mr. Sriatinsuek. At this point I would like to ask the General 
—_ if you will provide us with copies of these charts so we can include 
O15 them in the record? Are they in your statement / 
), OC r 
Y 000 General McGowan. Yes, sir. 
or General Srreman. It is true, I believe, that expenditure follows 
3, 301 quite promptly obligation in that case, because it is a Federal ex- 
», 624 penditure when you make your disbursement to the State. In the 
cam Reserve where we are the contracting agent it takes rather more than 
024 a year to accumulate the expenditures once the obligation is made. 
Vt . . 
5 000 General McGowan. I am sure I did not answer the question well 
ror because I confused expenditure with obligation. Our expenditures 
6, 859 do begin to flow within a matter of 60 days of the obligation of the 
3, 765 mon ey . ; : . F 
‘ai Mr. Putter. You will furnish that information ? 
General McGowan. Yes, sir. 
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The financial plan for fiscal 1961 provides for construction involving 
114 armory projects at $16 million. I might say at this time that our 
construction program for 1961 will be a total of $20 million instead 
of the $15 sadllind to which we have, in general, been limited for sev- 
eral years. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mrs. St. George has asked a very timely question 
in the posture hearings of the regular establishments, and I am sure 
she would have a question on the carryover. 

Mrs. St. George, would you like to propound your question? 

Mrs. Str. Grorce. What I would like to say is, for the first time 
I have had a clear expression of what carryover is, and how it is going 
to be used. 

Apparently this question up to now has always caused such keen 
embarrassment that I have never been able to find out anything. 

These gentlemen have made it abundantly clear that they have got 
this money, which we all understand perfectly well, whether you tell 
us so or not, and that you are going to use it. 

And that is what I have been trying to get at right along. When 
you say you are only getting an appropriation of $15 million, and you 
do not say anything about the carryover, it gives a very misleading 
picture to the Congress, or I think any layman, for that matter, and 
that includes the taxpayer. But that has not occurred here this after- 
noon, Mr. Chairman, and I want to compliment the witnesses, every one 
of them, the Secretary and the we for having brought out. this 
question clearly and in an understandable way. 

Mr. Rivers. It would have been done earlier in this Department but 
General McGowan has only been—how long have you been Chief ? 

General McGowan. Just slightly less than a year. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, General, how much carryover is required to keep 
you in business? You have got to have some carryover to give you 
the continuity to stay in business until you get your other fund. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

I would like to answer it a little more completely, if I might 
answer Mrs. St. George’s question. 

For instance, in fiscal 1960 the Congress provided a total, in round 
figures of $27 million. We had about 2.9 in carryover. Of that 
roughly $30 million we, this year, will obligate only $15 million. So 
that gives us $15 million of appropriated funds that we will carry 
forward into 1961, plus the appropriation that will be requested, so 
we will have in excess of—well, about $3 million in excess of the $20 
million construction program. That should give us about the amount 
of flexibility that we need. 

Mr. Rivers. It always gives you money to bank so you will not be 
spending money you do not possess. 

General McGowan. No hanes of that. 

Mrs. Sr. Groree. Is this $15 million to, so to speak, keep you in 
business while you are waiting for your new funds? Did I under- 
stand that correctly ? 

General McGowan. We can stay in business with, of course, very 
little construction. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. That is what I also wanted to get at, because it is 
my understanding that you had to have practically half the total 
amount to stay in business, which seems unreasonable. I do not mean 
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you, I am talking about the other departments that have testified 
before. 

General McGowan. This chart may seem familiar to the chairman. 
I inflict it on the committee fairly regularly because I am proud of the 
fact that the year after I came in the Bureau we were able to obligate 
Army construction in excess of $26 million for 2 successive years. But 
there have been reasons within the Government why obligations had 
to be held at less than our capability and certainly far less than the 
armories needing to be built for the last 3 years. 

Probably $25 to $30 million annually, as I testified recently before 
another committee, is about our annual capability to construct and 
know that we are doing a good tight job. 

Mr. Rivers. If you could get $30 million a year, you could spend 
$30 million a year. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. How much do you ask for 

General McGowan. I am not asking for any more than the present 
authorization. We are very happy that the Army has increased our 
financial obligation by one-third and brought our program for fiscal 
1961 from $15 million up to $20 million, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Off the record. 

( Discussion was off the record. ) 

Mr. Rivers. On the record. 

General McGowan. This request for construction authorization 
submitted for your approval contains, as General Seeman stated, 70 
Army projects and 1 item for minor construction ; 65 of the 70 are new 
armories, approximately 49 of these armory projects will be in our 
funding plan for fiscal 1961 and the balance will be carried forward 
into fiscal 1962. Then we go to nonarmory construction. The request 
for construction authorization in fiscal year 1961 contains six projects 
for nonarmory construction. Four of these projects provide training 
facilities at field training sites and two provide facilities for USPFO 
activities. All six projects are contained in the fiscal year 1961 funding 
plan. 

This concludes my statement. I shall be glad to answer any ques- 
tions the chairman or committee members may have. 

(The charts submitted by General McGowan are on pp. 3320, 3321.) 

Mr. Rivers. Are there any questions from General McGowan? That 
is a fine statement, General. 

Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. SiatrinsHek. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. General Warren, you may proceed. 

General Warren. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, I 
am Fred Warren, Chief of the Army Reserve and ROTC Affairs. 

As General Seeman has already indicated, my immediate predeces- 
sor General Palladino appeared before this committee on several oc- 
casions. He is now military executive of the Reserve Forces Policy 
Board, Department of Defense. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. He relieved Admiral McQuiston. 

General Warren. That is correct. 

Members of our staff are here to assist me in the presentation of the 
report on the Army Reserve construction program under chapter 133, 
title 10, United States Code. 
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ARMORY CONSTRUCTION FUNDS 
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Each members of the committee, Mr. Chairman, has a copy of this 
prepared statement, together with exhibits which we have appended 
at the end of the statement. 

A graphic illustration, enclosure 1, shows that during the period 
fiscal year 1950 through fiscal year 1958, 305 new centers had been 
started and last year, fiscal year 1959, 86 centers were placed under 
contract. In fiscal year 1960, 70 new center starts are planned for con- 
struction from funds which were made available under Public Law 
86-275. This will provide a total of 461 centers constructed or under 
construction through fiscal year 1960. The total requirement for new 
center construction to support the USAR authorized strength is 1,103. 
From the planned 461 centers through fiscal year 1960, an additional] 
642 centers will be required in fiscal year 1961 and future years. 

In fiscal year 1959, 25 additions to existing buildings were placed 
under construction and 79 more are planned for fiscal year 1960. These 
projects consist of expansions, assembly halls, and maintenance shops 
as shown on the next chart, enclosure 2. 

Chart 3 summarizes the status of Army Reserve construction funds. 
You will observe that by the end of fiscal year 1959, we had obligated 
$101,366,414 of the $106,471,150 available and appropriated up to that 
time. During fiscal year 1960, we plan to obligate $53 million which 
brings us to a total of $124.4 million of the total $126.5 million which 
has been appropriated for obligation through fiscal year 1960. It is 
anticipated that the remaining $2.1 million will be obligated in early 
fiscal year 1961. 

Contained in the fiscal year 1961 line-item authorization list, which 
has been submitted to the Armed Services Committees of the Congress, 
are 42 centers including one purchase, plus 16 additions. 

Added to this are one project contained in Public Law 85-685 and 
six in Public Law 86-149. This brings the total proposed authoriza- 
tion to 49 centers, including one purchase plus 16 additions. For fiscal 
year 1961, we are requesting new appropriations of $12 million. It is 

lanned that these funds will be used to meet our target of 35 centers 
including one purchase plus 10 additions, for contract awards in fiscal 
year 1961. 

I am pleased to report that the reorganization of the Army Reserve 
is virtually complete. Throughout the implementation of this vast 
undertaking, a consideration foremost in our planning was proper 
utilization of the centers provided by chapter 133, title 10, United 
States Code. Consequently, we feel that we have a sound and valid 
construction program that will, upon completion, fulfill the training 
facilities requirements for the Army Reserve. 

In conclusion, gentlemen, we have made good progress since we last 
appeared before you. The MCAR program has played and will con- 
tinue to play a major role in attaining, at the earliest: practicable date, 
the readiness which will permit reserve units to meet their mobilization 

uirements. 
t is recommended that the fiscal year 1961 line-item authorization 
program, previously provided to the committee, be approved. 
Mr. Rivers. Do you handle the ROTC program, too? 
General WarrEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Rivers. What do you mean by that, the entire program? 
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General Warren. Yes, sir, we are the Department of the Army 
Staff Agency responsible for the development and implementation of 
the policies for the Army ROTC program. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you build anything at these colleges ? 

General Warren. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is done by the colleges, is it not? 

General Warren. Yes, sir. At the present time it is not the Army 
policy to provide funds for construction of ROTC facilities. There 
is a study being made at the Department of Defense level; rather 
than give funds for construction purposes they will give a per capita 
amount for each graduate from the college. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Warren. And the colleges prefer that. 

Mr. Rivers. They have control over it, then. 

General Warren. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, they meet your minimum / 

General WARREN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Then you assign the P.M.S. & T., is that correct ‘ 

General Warren. No, sir, our office does not assign the P.M.S. & T. 
That is done by the Officer Assignment Division, The Adjutant 
General of the Army. 

Mr. Rivers. What do you do then ? 

General Warren. We supervise the program and through Con- 
tinental Army Command, who has primary jurisdiction control of 
the curriculums. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Warren. The regulations prescribe the implementation of 
the program, and then we visit each facility, try to, once every 3 
years. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. <All right, Mr. Slatinshek. Are there any 
questions of General Warren before we get into the line items 4 

Mr. Wampter. Yes, I havea question. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Wampler. 

_ Mr. Wampter. It speaks here about the extension for future years 
in planning for your fiscal year. What is the average length of time 
that you plan for future planning on your appropriations request 

General Warren. I am not sure I gather just what the Congress- 
man means. 

Mr. Wampter. I notice in the statement that was made here by the 
other general and then by yourself, it mentioned on page 2 of your 
statement, from the planned 461 centers through fiscal year 1960, an 
additional 642 centers will be required in fiscal year 1961 and future 
years? 

General Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wamp ter. Now, in reaching that particular appropriation 
figure, for how many years do you plan when you say future years? 

General Warren. When this plan was initially set up back in 1953, 
I believe—1952 or 1953, around in there—it was anticipated that the 
program would be completed in approximately 20 years. 

However, that depends entirely on the appropriation made by the 
Congress. We feel that we could obligate $35 million a year. We 
have obligated as high as $25 million in 1 or 2 years, but now we are 
down to $12 million under this present budget. So that, if we are 
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restricted to $12 million, it will just prolong the program that much 


Mr. Wampter. Yes. 


General Warren. It depends entirely upon appropriation. 


feel we can obligate 


Mr. Wampter. General, is there any way, is there any transfer of 
funds from the Reserve program to the Regular Army on appropria- 
tions, whether they utilize the funds of the Reserve on construction ? 


up to $35 million per year. 


General WarrEN. No, sir. 


Mr. Wameter. I know there is in personnel, it happens occasionally 
where they appropriate funds in personnel operating, but I wonder 
if that particular thing was applicable to construction ? 

General Warren. No, sir; not in construction. These are all line 


items. 


Mr. Rivers. Let us go to the line items, Mr. Slatinshek. 
(The charts submitted by General Warren follow :) 
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UNITED STATES ARMY RESERVE CONSTRUCTION 
Starts On Additions To Existing Centers = qvinctt 
By Fiscal Year 


1 Jan ‘60 
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Mr. SiatinsHek. Since the Army Reserve witnesses are here, I 
would suggest that we begin on page 53 of the bill and we could pick 
up the Army Reserve line items. I have justification backup books 
here. Page 53 of the bill on the bottom of the page. 

Mr. Rivers. Starting at Albany, N.Y. Was that in this backup, 
sir? 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. It should be the very first page. 

General Warren. Page 1. 

Mr. StattnsHEeK. Page 1, Mr. Chairman, with your permission I 
will read the line item and unless there are any questions, we could 
move on to the subsequent line item. 

Mr. Rivers. All right; go ahead. 

Mr. StatTinsHEK. Beginning on page 53, line 23: “Albany, N.Y., 
Training facilities addition, $61,000.” 

(The justification is as follows :) 


STANDARD THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP FOR A TWO-UNIT ARMY RESERVE CENTER 


A. Proposed facility is to be used 4 to 5 nights per week. 

B. Existing facility which this project will replace: N/A maintenance shop 
for existing facility. 

C. Deficiencies of existing facility: Lacks maintenance shop, which is required 
for storage and maintenance of unit equipment. 

D. Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Retain. 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. That was training facilities, addition. 

Mr. Rivers. Whereabouts ? 

Mr. SuatinsHek. Albany, N.Y. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. , 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

If there are no questions, I will go to the next item. 

General Warren. What figure did you use? 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. $61,000. 

General Warren. Alexandria, Va. 

Mr. StatrnsHek. May I call the committee’s attention to one dif- 
ference. The books might have a figure which indicates a somewhat 
higher sum than the authorization amount included in the bill. I 
have been told that the difference represents the planning costs which 
do not require specific authorization. 

General Warren. That is what I wanted to bring out. 

Mr. SuatinsHek. In other words, if the committee members will 
notice on page 1, the cost indicated in the column to the right is 
$64,000, whereas the item, line item authorization request is in the 
amount of $61,000. The difference of $3,000 represents planning costs 
which do not require authorization. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. You got that now? 

General Seeman. This, Mr. Chairman, is what the purpose of the 
general provision paragraph 603 is. Permit these surveys and plans 
ahead of time to bring to you a reasonable cost estimate. 

Mr. Rivers. You have got to have that. 

General Sreman. Yes,sir. You cannot plan without it. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. Alexandria, Va., training facilities, $520,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 
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THREE-Unit USAR CENTER AND THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP (USARC No. 3) 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 4 to 5 nights per week. 

(6) Existing facility which this project will replace: Louisiana Hall, Fort 
Myer, Arlington, Va., and 100, 200 King Street and 110 South Lee Street, Alex- 
andria, Va. 50,238 square feet at $18,256 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Both facilities have inadequate parking 
space for both organic and private vehicles, equipment storage, classroom and 
office space. They lack indoor small-bore range, assembly and outside training 
areas. Facility at Fort Myer is very poorly adapted to present use as it con- 
sists principally of small rooms off a series of corridors and was originally 
constructed for use as a dormitory. Acoustical characteristics in classrooms 
very poor. Building scheduled for demolition in 1960. Facility at King and 
Lee Streets consists of three very old buildings located in a dense commercial 
urea, and each separated by one-half to one block. None of the buildings are 
adaptable for suitable use as a USARC. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate leases. 


Mr. SiatinsueK. Next item, Artesia, N. Mex., $157,000, training 
facilities. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


ONE-Unitr (M) U.S. Army RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 1 to 2 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: Leased facility located 
at 1008 South First Street, 6,000 square feet, $4,680 per annum rental. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Present facility which is a sheet-iron 
building was formerly a maintenance building for heavy equipment. Physical 
arrangement and construction does not conform with criteria for reserve train- 
ing and administration. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 

Mr. Rivers. I think somewhere down the line we had better take 
a typical one of these and explain it so we will have it, so we can 
understand just what they all are. Take a typical one somewhere 
and explain it for the record. 

Mr. Siatrnsuek. General, can you pick this one right here and 
give the committee the background information on it? 

General Warren. This is a proposed facility to be used 1 or 2 
nights a week by Army reservists. The existing facility which this 
project will replace is a leased facility located at 1003 South First 
Street. It has 6,000 square feet and costs the Government $4680 per 
year rental. The deficiencies of this present existing leased facility, 
which is a sheet-iron building, was formerly a maintenance building 
for heavy equipment. Physical arrangement and construction does 
not conform with criteria for reserve training and administration. It 
is planned that the lease of the present unsuitable quarters be termi- 
nated. 

Mr. Rivers. That is down in the old part of Alexandria, Va.? 

General Warren. No, sir; this is in New Mexico. 

Mr. Rivers. I thought you were explaining the Virginia one. 

Have you got the land for this one? 

General Warren. We have approved the site; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You have the land, the State has complied with its 

General Warren. The State does not enter into it, sir, this is 
reserve. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right; this is reserve. 

General Warren. Army Engineers inspect the site. 

Mr. Rivers. All you need now is the money and you can go ahead. 
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General Warren. Yes, sir; this will bea typical case where we have 
leased properties. You may want to refer to one where we have no 
leased facilities. 

Mr. Pui. I think you might explain one of the higher-cost 
facilities, such as the one at Cleveland. 

That may be typical, too. So we will have a smaller one and ar- 
range for a larger one. 

Mr. Statisuen. Ashtabula-Geneva, Ohio, training facilities, 
$165,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OneE-Unit (M) U.S. ArMy RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 2 to 4 nights per week. 

(b>) Existing facility which this project will replace: 457 Lake Avenue, 
Ashtabula, Ohio, 6,700 square feet, at $6,000 per annum; and 503 West Main 
Street, 7,540 square feet, at $7,740 per annum. This project will amortize in 
approximately 12 years. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Inadequate classrooms, administrative, 
storage and maintenance spaces. Lack of secured parking areas for Govern- 
ment vehicles and parking areas for reservist’s vehicles. Facilities are over- 
crowded, present a poor appearance and are far below acceptable Army 
standards. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate leases. 


Mr. SiatinsHek. Bluefield, W. Va.: Training facilities, $157,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE-UniT (M) U.S. ArMy RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 2 to 4 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace Carter Apartments, 1207- 
1209-1209% Bluefield Avenue, 9,300 square feet, at $10,980 per annum. Project 
will be amortized in approximately 15 years. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Inadequate classroom, administrative, 
storage, and maintenance space. Lack of secured parking area for Government 
vehicles and parking area for reservist’s vehicles. Facility is extremely over- 
crowded, presents a poor appearance and is far below acceptable Army 
standards. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. StatinsHEK. Bogalusa, La.: Training facilities, $168,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


STANDARD ONE-UNIT (Mop.) U.S. ARMy RESERVE CENTER AND ONE-BAYy 
MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 4 to 5 nights per week, 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace 516-518 Austin Street, 
Bogalusa, La., 5,600 square feet, at $4,860 per annum; and 111 Louisiana Ave- 
nue, Bogalusa, La., 1,724 square feet, at $2,586 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility : Temporary interim lease facilities: lacks 
adequate storage area. Cost of leased facilities exceed 4 percent per annum of 
cost of one unit (Mod.) USAR center. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Vacate. 


Mr. StatinsueK. Boulder, Colo.: Training facilities, $289,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OneE-UnitT U.S. ARMY RESERVE CENTER WITH T'wo-BAy MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 4 to 5 nights per week. 
(b) Existing facility which this project will replace Newton Building, 1445 
Pearl Street, Boulder, Colo., 4,496 square feet, at $8,316 per annum. 
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(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Entrance to upper portion of the facility 
is by a long narrow stairway which precludes movement of equipment. Supply 
and storage space is inadequate. No drill area is available and no facility is 
available for storage and maintenance of authorized heavy equipment. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized : Terminate lease. 

Mr. SiatinsuEK. That isa substantial amount—perhaps the witness 
could explain it. 

Mr. Rivers. Let us get to the Cleveland one. 

Mr. Siarinsuex. All right. 

Clarksburg, W. Va.; training facilities, $289,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

Oneg-Untrt U.S. ARMY RESERVE CENTER With Two-Bay MAINTENANCE SHOP 

(a) Proposed facility is to be used four nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: 125 North Sixth Street, 
Clarksburg, W. Va., 15,108 square feet at $14,500.08 per annum. This project 
will be amortized in approximately 20 years. 

(¢c) Deticiencies of existing facility: Inadequate classroom, administrative 
and storage space, and maintenance space. Lack of secured parking area for 
Government vehicles and parking area for reservists’ vehicles. 

Facility is extremely overcrowded, presents a poor appearance and is far 
below acceptable Army standards. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 

Mr. Siatrnsuek. Cleveland, Ohio, training facilities, $662,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

Five-Unitr U.S. ARMY CENTER WITH FiIveE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 

(a) Proposed facility is to be used four nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: St. Clair Training Center, 
4994 Hamilton Avenue, 49,000 square feet at $75,000 per annum. This project 
will amortize in approximately 9 years. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Inadequate classroom, administrative, 
storage and maintenance space. Lack of secured parking area for Government 
vehicles and parking area for reservists’ vehicles. Facility is extremely over- 
crowded, presents a poor appearance, and is far below acceptable Army stand- 
ards. Annual rental rate is extremely high for net usable space. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 

Mr. Rivers. Explain that for us. 

That is Cuyahoga. 

yeneral WarrEN. The reli e: ‘ y. is 1 

G 1 Warren. That is Cleveland, Cuyahoga County. This is 
aa five-unit Reserve center with a five-bay maintenance shop. It is 
proposed to be used for Reserve training four nights a week. At the 
present time the units there are using the St. Clair Training Center 
at 4994 Hamilton Avenue. That facility has 49,000 square feet of 
usable space and it costs the Government $75,000 a year. It is esti- 
mated that his project will amortize itself in 9 years’ time. 

Mr. Rrvers. So you are going to vacate the leased one and build 
yourself a new one? 

General Warren. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. You have your property and oe 

General Warren. Yes, sir, and it will pay for itself in 9 years. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. General, isn’t this the situation now: $165,000 
provides an army to train how many units? 

General WarrEN. One. _ 

Mr. Van Zanpt. One unit? 

General Warren. One. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. And around $280,000, two units? 
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General Warren. No, now wait. Just a moment. That is not 
correct. 

Colonel Ross. Sir, the first one, the one unit that you are speaking 
of, is one unit modified roughly from $150,000 to $180,000. The 
second one is a one-unit, 200-man—something over $200,000. This one 
is a five-unit center—1,000 man center at $662,000. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. The increased cost here, then, can be charged to 
the fact that you are training more units and more men. 

Colonel Ross. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. There isa relationship. 

Mr. Morris. May I ask just one question. 

Mr. Wampler asked me the question: Why is it—and I am not 
arguing at all—but why is it that in each item, in regard to the item 
justification data, that the sum is greater than the amount in the 
bill? Wasthat the explanation you made a while ago? 

Mr. SLAaTINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. I see. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the planning. What they are doing, they are 
putting the entire costs in the backup, plans and everything. 

Mr. Morris. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. You say that cannot exceed 15 percent ? 

General Seeman. No, sir, this is somewhat different. The 15 per- 
cent general provision is in case you get bids on this, which, for a 
period of time happen to come out a little higher. 

Mr. Rivers. This may vary 15 percent ¢ 

General Seeman. Yes, sir, but your total cannot exceed the total 
granted by the Congress. 

General Rivers. What is the next one? 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Now Columbus, Nebr., training facilities, 
$157,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


OneE-Unir (M) U.S. Army RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used one or two nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: 2313-15 11th Street, 
Columbus, Nebr., 5,200 square feet at $3,120 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Inadequate supply, no training area, no 
maintenance or storage area for heavy equipment. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of faciilty now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. SuatinsHex. Creston, lowa: Training facilities, $157,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OneE-Unit (M) USARC WitH ONE-BAay MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is tobe used two to four nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: American Legion Post 
No. 70, 3,900 square feet at $2,400 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Poor location (3 miles out of town) ; 
insufficient space for supply and drills; no vehicle maintenance shop. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. StarrnsHeK. Dallas (No. 3), Tex.: Training facilities, 


$494,000. ; 
(The justification is as follows :) 
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HREE-Unrr U.S. ARMy ReEseRVE CENTER WITH THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used four to five nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace : Leased and Government- 
owned buildings located on leased land, Love Field, Dallas, Tex., 85,650 square 
feet at $1 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Buildings located on land area reserved 
for expansion of Love Field (airport). City of Dallas has advised that the 
land will be required within approximately 9 months for Love Field expansion. 
Present facilities will not accommodate Love-Field units. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. Van Zanpr. General, this is a three-unit U.S. Army Reserve 
center ? 

General Warren. Yes, sir; three-unit, with a three-bay main- 
tenance 5 9 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Three-bay maintenance. 

Mr. StatrnsHexk. Elmira (Horseheads), N.Y.; Training facilities 
addition, $61,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


STANDARD THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP FoR A Two-UNIr (R) U.S. ARMY 
RESERVE CENTER 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used four to five nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: N/A maintenance shop 
for existing facility. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Lacks maintenance shop which is re- 
quired for storage and maintenance of unit equipment. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Retain. 


Mr. Sratrnsuek. Eureka, Calif.; Training facilities, $165,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 


OneE-Unit (M) U.S. ARMY RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used two to three nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: 106 C Street, Eureka, 
Calif. ; 4,250 square feet, at $3,300 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Very poor building structurally—cor- 
rugated iron sheathing exterior, no interior wall or ceiling lining. Located on 
railroad tracks, several cheap bars in the vicinity. Insufficient maintenance and 
outdoor hardstand. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. SiatrnsHek. Fort Thomas, Ky.; training facilities, $476,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


Two-Unir U.S. ARMy RESERVE CENTER WITH THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 4 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: VA hospital buildings 
48 and 49, 26, 37 ; 37,074 square feet, rent free. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Inadequate classroom, administrative, 
storage, and maintenance space. Lack of secured packing area for Govern- 
ment vehicles and parking area for reservist’s vehicles. Facility is extremely 
overcrowded. These buildings were built during the Civil War and are costly 
to maintain. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. Statrnsuek. High Point, N.C.; training facilities, $142,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 
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OnE-UnitT (M) U.S. ARMY RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used four to five nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: Leased facility at 
West Lexington Avenue, High Point, N.C., containing approximately 3,500 square 
feet of floor space at an annual rental of $3,700 per annum, 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Existing facility does not provide ade- 
quate office, classroom, and inside storage space for the three assigned units. 
Further, the facility does not provide adequate latrine facilities, outside stor- 
age for vehicles and other equipment and no facilities are available to perform 
proper maintenance on equipment assigned these units. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. Van Zanpr. Let us go back, Mr. Chairman, to Fort Thomas. 
Is that an existing Army installation ? 

General Warren. Yes, and no. 

This is the old home of the 10th Infantry, Fort Thomas, Ky. 

During World War II, the Air Force took it over as a hospital. 
Subsequently, the whole area was taken over by the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration. At the present time the Veterans’ Administration has 
a large hospital there for incompetents, elderly incompetents. It is 
actually a home. 

Part of the place is occupied by people who work for the VA— 
doctors. We do have in this area some old Army buildings that 
are being used by the Reserve and they are inadequate and not 
suitable. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That explains it. 

Mr. Rivers. Next one. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Houma, La.; training facilities, $149,000, 

(The justification is as follows :) 


STANDARD ONE-UnIT (Mop) U.S. ARMy RESERVE CENTER AND ONE-BAy 
MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used three to four nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: Building 27, Naval Air 
Station, Houma, La. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Location is too remote, being approxi- 
mately 5 miles from business district. There is no public transportation serving 
the area. Building is of temporary construction and requires considerable 
maintenance. It is not acceptable as a proper Reserve facility. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Vacate. 


Mr. SiatinsHEK. Kalispell, Mont., training facilities, $173,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OneE-UnitT (Mop.) U.S. ARMy RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE 
SHop 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used three nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: (1) 17 First Avenue 
East, Kalispell, Mont., 7,500 square feet, $6,300 per annum. (2) 30 Baker, 
Whitefish, Mont., 12,000 square feet, $720 per annum. (3) 24 Baker, Whitefish, 
Mont., 1,125 square feet, $380 per annum. 

(ce) Deficiencies of existing facility : Inadequate classrooms and storage space. 
Drill space is inadequate, storage space for vehicles is inadequate (Kalispell). 
At Whitefish, inadequate storage space for all types of supplies and equipment. 
Exclusive use of space provides for no classrooms or office space. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate leases. 


Mr. SuatinsHeEK. Kingsport, Tenn., training facilities, $275,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 








any 


im 

















3333 





US. 





ONE-UNIT ARMY RESERVE CENTER WrirH Two-BAay MAINTENANCE SHOP 





(a) Proposed facility is to be used two to four nights per week. 
(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: Building No. 2, area B, 


Holston Ordnance Works, Kingsport, Tenn., 11,800 square feet—Permit. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Building is of World War II temporary 
wood construction that is being maintained on a standby basis by Holston 
Ordnance Works. Floors, roof, and existing partitions are in very poor condition. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate permit. 


Mr. SiatinsHek. Lafayette, Ind., training facilities addition, 
$58,000, 
(The justification is as follows :) 





STANDARD THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP FOR A Two-UNniIT (R) U.S. ARMy 
RESERVE CENTER 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used four to five nights per week. 

(0) Existing facility which this project will replace: N/A maintenance shop 
for existing facility. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Lacks maintenance shop which is re- 
quired for storage and maintenance of unit equipment. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized : None. 


Mr. Suatinsnek. Lancaster-Logan, Ohio: Training facilities, $165,- 
000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


ONE-UNIT (M) U.S. ARMy RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used two nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: 430 Fair Avenue (West), 
6,240 square feet, $7,500 rental per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Inadequate classroom, administrative, 
and storage facilities. Lack of secured parking area for Government vehicles 
and parking area for reservists’ vehicles. Facility is not adaptable to Army Re- 
serve use, presents a poor appearance and is far below acceptable Army stand- 
ards. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. StatinsueKk. Le Sueur, Minn.: Training facilities, $173,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


ONE-UNIT (M) USAR CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used three to four nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: 113 North Main Street, 
Le Sueur, Minn., 2,900 square feet at $2,100 per annum and 101 South Main Street, 
Le Sueur, 5,300 square feet, at $5,280 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Training area is inadequate. No drill 
area is available. Area for storage and maintenance space is adequate. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. SiatinsHek. Lewiston-Auburn, Maine: Training facilities, ac- 
quisition, and rehabilitation, $404,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


PURCHASE AND REHABILITATION OF A 2-Story BRICK AND STEEL PERMANENT BUILD- 
ING WITH FuLt BASEMENT CURRENTLY UNDER LEASE. BUILDING IS HIGHLY 
SUITED AS A 2-uNIT (400-MAN) U.S. AnMy RESERVE CENTER. LocATION: 254 
MINotT AVENUE, AUBURN, MAINE 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 4 to 5 nights per week by 7 USAR units hav- 
ing a total objective strength of 662. 

(b) Need is being met currently by leasing this facility (formerly known as the 
Maine Baking Co.) and utilizing it under austere conditions without alterations 
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pending purchase in lieu of new construction. After remodeling, the design of 
this building will be particularly suitable as a two-unit USARC equal to or better 
than a standard two-unit constructed USARC. Current per annum lease cost 
of this facility is $24,750. Purchase and rehabilitation costs are $425,000, which 
will be amortized in approximately 17 years. Compared to the cost of a con- 
structed ‘two-unit, three-bay MS USARC ($551,000), a savings of $126,000 will 
be realized. Further savings will accrue, as the 1.5-acre site is included in the 
purchase price. 

(ce) The building was designed as a bakery and does not lend itself to efficient 
usage as a training center. However, these deficiencies would be corrected 
through rehabilitation. 

(ad) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized : N/A. 


Mr. Rivers. But that is buying an old building and rebuilding it. 

General Warren. Yes, sir. It was originally a bakery. 

Mr. Rivers. Why wouldn't it be cheaper to build one? Would it? 

General Warren. Not in this area. We will save about $126,000 
according to this statement. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I see you have two units there, a total of 400 men 
together with a maintenance shop. 

General Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. StatrnsHek. Lincoln, Nebr.: Training facilities addition, 
$55,000. 

( The justification is as follows :) 


STANDARD THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used five nights per week. 

(bd) Existing facility which this project will replace: N/A maintenance sho) 
for existing facility. 

(ec) Deficiencies of existing facility: Lacks maintenance shop which is re- 
quired for storage and maintenance of unit equipment. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized : Retain. 


Mr. StatinsHek. Los Angeles (No. 2), Calif.: Training facilities 
addition, $73,000. 
( The justification is as follows :) 


FIvVE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 4 to 5 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: N/A; maintenance shop 
for existing facility. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Lacks maintenance and storage facilities 
for unit automotive equipment. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized : Retain. 


Mr. StattnsHeK. Louisville, Ky.: Training facilities addition, 
$55,000. 
( The justification is as follows :) 


THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP AT EXISTING THREE-UNIT U.S. ARMY 
RESERVE CENTER 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 5 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: N/A. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility : No maintenance facilities available. Gov- 
ernment constructed U.S. Army Reserve Center which results in uneconomical 
and inadequate maintenance of equipment. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized : N/A. 


Mr. SiatinsHex. Lubbock, Tex.: Training facilities expansion, 
$111,000. 








'h 











3335 


(The justification is as follows :) 
ONE-UNIT EXPANSION WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 4 to 5 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: N/A. 

(¢c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Present center does not provide adequate 
classroom, Offices, storage, locker facilities for the four USAR units to utilize 
the center. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: N/A. 


Mr. SiatinsHek. Madisonville, Ky.: Training facilities, $157,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 


OnE-UntT (M) U.S. ARMy RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 2 to4 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: 72 North Main Street, 
7,749 square feet, at $5,400 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Inadequate classroom, administrative, 
storage, and maintenance space. Lack of secured parking area for Government 
vehicles and parking area for reservist’s vehicles. Facility is extremely over- 
crowded, presents a poor appearance and is far below acceptable Army 
standards, 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. SiatiInsHEK. Marion, Ill.: Training facilities, $165,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


STANDARD ONE-UNiIT (M) U.S. ArMy RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAy 
MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 2 to 4 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: Leased facility at 425 
South Court Street, Marion, Ill, consisting of approximately 7,550 square feet. 
Annual rental $4,725. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Latrine and classroom facilities inade- 
quate; no interior vehicle storage or maintenance area, no dayroom facilities, 
no kitchen facilities. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. SwatinsHek. Miami (North), Fla.: Training facilities, 
$467,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


TurRee-Unir U.S. Army RESERVE CENTER WiTH THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 4 to 5 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: Building T-82, Miami 
International Airport. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Building T-82 was constructed by the 
Air Force for a warehouse during World II. Building is not adaptable to an 
ARC, cannot be economically maintained. Building is obsolete. Miami Port 
Authority plans to demolish this building in order to make further room for 
expansion of the international airport. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. SratrnsuHeK. Mount Pleasant, Iowa: Training facilities, 
$157,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


ONE-UNitr (M) U.S. ARMy RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used two to four nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: 204 South Jefferson 
Street, Mount Pleasant, lowa, 3,869 square feet at $3,999.96 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: No outdoor storage; inadequate supply 
rooms; no drill area. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 
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Mr. SiatinsHeK. New Castle, Pa.: Training facilities, $165,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


ONE (M) Untr USAR Center With ONE-BAy MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used four to five nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: RD 2, Old Youngstown 
Road, New Castle, Pa., 7,000 square feet at $8,400 per annum. This project will 
amortize in approximately 20 years. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Lacks indoor small bore rifle range. In- 
sufficient classroom space which is also utilized for storage of TOE and admin- 
istrative vehicles, preventing partitioning for classrooms for required specialist 
training. Only one type class can be conducted at any one time. Security does 
not meet required standards. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. Starrnsuek. Norfolk, Nebr.: Training facilities, $157,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


ONE-UnITr (M) U.S. ArMy RESERVE CENTER WitH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used two to four nights per week. 

(0) Existing facility which this project will replace: Municipal Building, 
First and Braasch Streets, Norfolk, Nebr., 1,287 square feet exclusive use and 
11,000 square feet. One night per week at $1,980 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Facility is located on second floor which 
precludes the movement of heavy equipment. Insufficient supply and equipment 
area. Numerous nonmilitary functions are scheduled in the Muni Building 
which prevent and restrict training of units. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. StatinsHeK. Oak Ridge, Tenn.: Training facilities, $149,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 


OneE-UnitT (M) U.S. ARMy RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAyY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used two nights per week. 

(6) Existing facility which this project will replace: 104 Oak Ridge Turn- 
pike, Oak Ridge, Tenn., 13,948 square feet, permit with Army. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: This is the oldest building at the Oak 
Ridge project and is a temporary wooden structure. The foundation has de- 
teriorated to the extent that the building floors are as much as 6 inches out of 
level and the roof is both warped and in need of replacement. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate permit. 


Mr. StatrinsHeK. Palatak, Fla.: Training facilities, $142,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


ONE Unit (M) Wiru OnsE-BAy MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used one or two nights per week. 

(6) Existing facility which this project will replace: Putnam County Fair 
Grounds, Palatka, 8,000 square feet, $900 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Insufficient space for storage of supplies 
and maintenance equipment. Inadequate maintenance area. Facilities have 
to be vacated 3 weeks every year for county fair. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. SvatrnsHexk. Pasadena, Calif.: Training facilities addition, 
$58,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


STANDARD THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHopP FoR A Two-Unir U.S. ArRMy RESERVE 
CENTER 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used four or five nights per week. 
(6b) Existing facility which this project will replace: Not applicable; project 
is maintenance shop for existing facility. 
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(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Lacks maintenance and storage facilities 
for unit equipment. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Retain. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Pasadena, Tex.: Training facilities, $275,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


One-Unir U.S. ARMY Reserve CENTER WitTH Two-Bay MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used two or three nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: 311 South Tarter Street, 
Pasadena, Tex., 2,853 square feet at $2,400 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Inadequate supply and office facilities ; 
classroom will not accommodate all reservists; vehicle storage area is located 
2 miles from USAR center; no vehicle maintenance facilities available for six 
vehicles and trailers assigned to units. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Cancel lease. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Penn Yan, N.Y.: Training facilities, $173,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE-UNIT (M) U.S. ARMY RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used three or four nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: Collins and Chestnut 
Streets, Penn Yan, N.Y., 3,520 square feet at $2,400 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Insecure and insufficient storage space 
for type unit occupying space; no offstreet parking facilities; insufficient space 
for tactical and technical training of small units; separation of main meeting 
site and vehicular storage and maintenance facilities. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 

Mr. Statinsuek. Petersburg (Fort Lee), Va.: Training facilities, 
$452,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Two-Unir USAR Center WitH THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 

(a) Proposed facility is to be used 4 or 5 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: Buildings Nos. 4008, 4009, 
4010, 4012, 4013, 4014, 4015, 4016, 4017, and 6009, Fort Lee, Va., 35,172 square 
feet, rent free. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Facilities are two-story temporary bar- 
racks-type buildings scheduled for demolition in 1960 with no vehicle storage 
or maintenance facilities. 

(ad) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Vacate. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. General, on this item, does this mean you are con- 
structing a Reserve center at Fort Lee? 

General Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is it new or is it modernization of existing fa- 
cilities ? 

General Warren. It is a new facility. 

Mr. Rivers. You just go out there and take some land that is owned 
by Fort Lee? 

General Warren. That is what it amounts to. 

Colonel Ross. No. 

General Warren. The Army donates it. 

Mr. Puitsry. You do not have any other facilities at Fort Lee that 
could be used for this purpose ? 

General Warren. No, sir, none that are adequate. 

Mr. Rivers. That does not impose any burden on the Reserves in 
that area to have to go out to Fort Lee, does it ? 

General Warren. They train out there now. 
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Mr. Rivers. They do. 

Mr. StatinsHeKk. This will replace some buildings which are sched- 
uled for demolition in 1960 and it is necessary to provide new perma- 
nent facilities. 

Pittsburg, Calif. : Training facilities, $303,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


One-Unir U.S. Army RESERVE CENTER WiTH Two-BAay MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 3 to 4 nights per week. 

(6) Existing facility which this project will replace: Temporary buildings on 
building site at Camp Stoneman. Government owned. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Camp Stoneman has been excessed ex- 
cept for approximately 8 acres, which is being held until completion of a per- 
manent U.S. Army Reserve center. Present buildings are in poor condition, re- 
quire extensive maintenance, and present an unsightly appearance in an area 
zoned for residential construction. Buildings are scheduled for demolishment 
as they are not in consonance with city zoning laws. 

(d@) Planned disposition of existing facility: Retain sufficient land for con- 
struction. Declare the buildings and remainder of land (approximately 3 
acres) excess upon completion of the USAR center. 


Mr. SiatinsHek. Rushville, Ind.: Training facilities, $165,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OneE-UnitT (M) U.S. Army RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 2 to 3 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: U.S. Highway Route 
No. 52, Rushville, Ind. (4,248 square feet, $3,840 annual rental. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Overall space requirements inadequate. 
No space for storage and maintenance of equipment. Classroom, storage, and 
locker areas allin one room. Inadequate heating, lighting, latrine facilities, and 
parking area. 

(ad) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized : Terminate lease. 


Mr. SLattinsHek. Shawnee, Okla. : Training facilities, $157,000. 
(The fustification is as follows :) 


One-Unit (M) U.S. Army RESERVE CENTER WitH ONE-BAy MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 2 to 3 nights per week. 

(bo) Existing facility which this project will replace: 201 West Main, Shawnee, 
Okla. ; 7,650 square feet at $4,800 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Inadequate to meet requirements. Due 
to structural design, remodeling to provide classroom, administrative and supply 
room space is not economically feasible. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized : Terminate lease. 


Mr. Statinsuek. Tampa (Drew Field), Fla.: Training facilities, 
$428,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


STANDARD Two-Unit U.S. AkMy RESERVE CENTER WITH THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE 
SHop 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 3 to 4 nights per week. 

(0) Existing facility which this project will replace: 4808 North Lois, Tampa, 
Fila. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility : Buildings are of temporary-type construc- 
tion built during the early part of World War II and require extensive main- 
tenance. These two wooden structures require major rehabilitation, including 
replacement of roofs. Considerable funds have been expended for maintenance 
and operation and a project has been developed at a cost of $24,000 for stopgap 
repairs. This project, however, is being held in abeyance until a decision is 
made concerning authorization of the proposed new facility. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized : Terminate lease. 











eh ae tek nek 








[- 


n- 


»P 


te 


ul 
1d 


oP 


le 
ly 


iS, 











3339 


Mr. SuatinsHek. Tobyhanna, Pa.: Training facilities, $165,000. 
( The justification is as follows :) 


OnE-UNIT (M) USAR CENTER WitTH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 4 to 5 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: Warehouse No. 7, Signal 
Depot, Tobyhanna, Pa. ; 3,110 square feet, rent-free. 

(¢c) Deficiencies of existing facility: There is insufficient storage space in this 
facility. Private vehicles must park outside Tobyhanna Depot, three-fourths mile 
from USARC—no public transportation facilities exist. The USAR Center is a 
main warehouse that is needed by Tobyhanna Depot—the Army Reserve has 
been requested to turn warehouse back for depot use. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized : Vacate. 


Mr. Van Zanpr. Are you building this Reserve center at the signal 
depot at Tobyhanna ? 

General Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Starrvsuek. Toledo, Ohio: Training facilities expansion, 
$68,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


OneE-UnIT ExPpANSION TO ExIstING THREE-UNIT U.S. ARMy RESERVE CENTER, 
UNIVERSITY OF TOLEDO, BANCROFT AVENUE, TOLEDO, OHIO 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 4 nights per week. 

(>) Existing facility which this project will replace: 922 Phillips Avenue, 
Toledo, Ohio; 21,000 square feet at $24,750 rental per annum. This project will 
be amortized in approximately 3 years. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Inadequate vehicle maintenance space, 
secured Government vehicle parking area, and parking area for reservists’ 
vehicles. Annual rental rate for leased facility is extremely high and construc: 
tion will be quickly amortized. No rifle range. Maintenance of vehicles must 
be performed at an alternate location. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized : Terminate lease. 


Mr. Siarinsuek. Troy, Ohio: Training facilities, $165,000. 
( The justification is as follows :) 


OneE-Unir (M) U.S. Army RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAy MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility to be used 2 to 4 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: Rice and Mulberry 
Streets, Troy, Ohio, 7,475 square feet at $8,000.04 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: No indoor rifle range. Insufficient 
classroom, storage and administrative space. Inadequate parking for reservists 
with automobiles. General outside appearance is not conducive to the promo- 
tion of the Army Reserve program. 

(7) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. Siatrnsnek. Tupelo, Miss.: Training facilities, $167,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


ONE-UniT (M) U.S. ARMY RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 4 nights per week and 2 Sundays per 
month. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: 323 South Spring Street, 
22,120 square feet indoor space, at $8,484 per annum. Project will amortize 
in approximately 17 years. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: No outdoor storage. Old building which 
does not meet the standards desired of Reserve armories. Rental cost of facility 
prohibits continued use of this facility. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. StatinsuHek. Ventura, Calif.: Training facilities, $303,000. 
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(The justification is as follows:) 


OneE-UniT U.S. ARMY RESERVE CENTER WitH Two-BAy MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 3 to 4 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: 2204 Thompson Boule- 
vard, Ventura, Calif., 7,865 square feet at $4,200 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Building is a rental store type building. 
Insufficient space for training and storage. No maintenance facilities or hard- 
stand storage for vehicles. 

(d@) Planned disposition of existing facility : Terminate lease. 


Mr. StatinsueK. Wailuku-Maui, Hawaii: Training facilities, 
$204,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 


OneE-UNIT (M) TRAINING CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


Standard plans modified for site adaptation. Permanent building with con- 
crete foundation, concrete and steel frame, masonry block walls and roof of steel 
decking with built-up roofing. Parking for 50 cars. Security fencing. 

(a) Proposed facility is to be used 3 nights per week. 

(0) Existing facility which this project will replace: Kahului Airport, 
NASKA, Maui County, Kahului, State of Hawaii. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Present facilities consist of three quon- 
sets and one converted radio “shack” constructed during World War II for air- 
base use. The structures have been modified to the extent possible for use as a 
USAR center. All are temporary type buildings which are rapidly approaching 
unserviceability. Buildings are scattered about the airfield administrative areas 
and therefore not suited for close control during weekly training assemblies. 
Sanitary facilities are poor and inadequate. Outside training space is limited. 
Maintenance and repair are overly expensive. Location of the center is on one 
edge of the center of the population served. Inadequate public transportation 
facilities. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Release to State of 
Hawaii. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Willmar, Minn.: Training facilities, $173,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


OneE-Unit (M) U.S. Army RESERVE CENTER WitTH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 
ANNEX TO EXISTING NATIONAL GUARD Factnity To PrRrovipE ExcLusiIve USE 
SPAcE FOR USE BY USAR 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used two to four nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: 102 6th Street West, 
Willmar, Minn., 2,188 square feet at $1,872 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Supply and training area is inadequate. 
No drill area is available and no area for storage and maintenance of author- 
ized heavy equipment. 

(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. SiatrnsHeK. Winston-Salem, N.C.: Training facilities addi- 
tion, $49,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


STANDARD THREE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP FOR A THREE-UNIT U.S. ARMY 
RESERVE CENTER 
(a) Proposed facility is to be used four to five nights per week. 
(bd) Existing facility which this project will replace: None. 
(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Lacks maintenance shop, which is re- 
quired for storage and maintenance of unit equipment. 
(d) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: N/A. 


Mr. SiarinsHeK. Yoakum, Tex.: Training facilities, $149,000. 
( The justification is as follows :) 
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OnE-UNIT (M) U.S. AkMy RESERVE CENTER WITH ONE-BAY MAINTENANCE SHOP 


(a) Proposed facility is to be used 1 to 2 nights per week. 

(b) Existing facility which this project will replace: May and Irvine Streets, 
Yoakum, Tex., 2,240 square feet at $960 per annum. 

(c) Deficiencies of existing facility: Facility is located on second floor of an 
office building. Due to the age of the building, the floor has a very low pounds 
per square foot bearing, therefore, only minimum equipment can be stored. 
Arrangement of building necessitates movement through the classroom to gain 
ingress and egress to orderly room, locker room and supply. Vehicles and heavy 
equipment are not assigned to this unit due to nonavailability of outside stor- 
age space. There are no other buildings available in the town of Yoakum. 

(d@) Planned disposition or use of facility now utilized: Terminate lease. 


Mr. StatinsHeK. Various locations: Training facilities minor ad- 
ditions, $179,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

One-bay maintenance shops, consisting of 1,262 square feet each, for existing 
one-unit (M) U.S. Army Reserve centers at: Cambridge, Minn., Camden, Ark., 
Douglas, Ariz., Independence, Kans., Walker, Minn., Winona, Minn. 

Maintenance shops required in conjunction with one-unit (M) U.S. Army Re- 
serve centers in consonance with approved Department of Defense criteria. 
These maintenance shops are required for the technical training of the reservists 
and for storage and maintenance of authorized unit vehicles and equipment. 

Mr. S:atinsHek. Land acquisiiton: Training facilities, $671,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

To purchase land on which to site Army Reserve centers and ancillary facili- 
ties such as maintenance shops, parking areas and means of ingress and egress. 
The size of the site varies from approximately 3 to 5 acres dependent upon the 
size of the center to be constructed. 

Mr. Siatinsuex. Could the witness explain this last item? 

General Warren. Land acquisition ? 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The one above it, that summarizes all the requirements 
of both, does it not, the last two items? 

General Warren. The second to last item has to do with mainte- 
nance shops, the grouping of them. 

Mr. Rivers. At various locations; that would be various, just what 
it says? 

General WARREN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Take the whole shooting match. 

General Warren. Actually there are six locations. 

Mr. Rivers. Now the land acquisition, that is for all the training 
facilities? 

General Warren. Will you answer that. 

Colonel Ross. Sir, that is for the land for the training facilities to 
be constructed upon. 

Mr. Rivers. For all of them? 

Colonel Ross. For all of them, less those that are going on the Gov- 
ernment-owned land such as Fort Lee and Tobyhanna. 

Mr. Rivers. How many of them are there? 

Colonel Ross. There is a total of 42 new centers. 

Mr. Rivers. Forty-two? 

Colonel Ross. New ones, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. That is all of the Army. 

Mr. Rivers. That finishes what you have to present ? 

General Warren. Yes, sir. Unless there are some questions. 
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Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Just a general question, sir. Are your plans 
for construction uniform ? 

General Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cuampertatn. As far as all the different locations are con- 
cerned, your buildings, are they brick, permanent structures? 

General Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. None of this temporary stuff you are asking 
for here? 

General Warren. No, sir. They are all constructed from ap- 
proved standard plans and of such materials as reinforced brick work, 
and it isa eppiell genkianent type building. At the present the plans 
are being revised; however, they are all of standard design. 

Mr. Rivers. What do you do, for instance? Do you have the same 
provision that they have in the big bill to take care of disasters on 
these things? 

General Warren. No insurance. 

General Seeman. I do not think—I am not quite certain but I do 
not believe we require the contractor to carry insurance during con- 
struction on a thing like this because that would be an additional 
expense to the Government. 

Mr. Rivers. Last year we had a storm hit my country, did about 
$800,000 worth of damage to one installation. Now that is taken out 
of the contingency for unforeseen disasters. 

General SreMAN. Yes, sir. 

We have emergency provisions where we haye come in 

Mr. Rivers. You would come in under that same overall provision 
which is outlined for the Army, would you not? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. This authority for emergency con- 
struction for the Active Army was contained in section 407 of Public 
Law 968, 84th Congress, 2d session; the similar emergency authority 
for the Reserve components is contained in section 601 of Public Law 
85-685, 85th Congress, 2d session. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Have you a record with you today that concerns 
other projects not listed here? I am thinking of an Army Reserve 
training center at State College, Pa. 

General Warren. We have some 58 projects listed here, sir. 

Now, in the initial list that was submitted we had about. 75 center 
projects, but we had to reduce the number according to the budget. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Can you give us a list of those that were deleted 
from the original 75 ? 

General Warren. Yes, sir. We would have to submit that to you. 
(The material referred to follows :) 
HEADQUARTERS, DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D.C., February 10, 1960. 





Hon. L. MENDEL RIVERS, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Mr. Rivers: This is in reference to the hearings of your subcommittee 
on February 8, 1960, in regard to the Army Reserve construction program. 
The inclosed list of projects is submitted in response to your request at the 
above referenced hearings. 
Sincerely, 


R. L. Vrrrrup, 
Major General, General Staff, 
Chief of Legislative Liaison. 
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PROJECTS INCLUDED IN THE $26,250,000 ProGRaAM BUT Not INCLUDED IN THE 
$15,000,000 Program 







































Facility size 
Location Cost 
ARC A/H MS 
(unit) (bay) 

Florida: Thousands 
Treeem ends. Bu hal ld. SR lg!) SR ASRS To 1 $142 
0 EI NE SS ate, ON 1 Liaibeinchbaed 2 259 

fy RE ae ea | ae 1 165 

Co a: as eer Py Tree a ee Sere Me cscsck.d..- 1 157 

Kenens; Peesuarg...................- Jahedeawedamaas ; 1 157 

Kentucky: 
pS EAI Ge as 1 157 
Bowling Green.__...-..-__- wins None 1 1 157 
Lexington... __-_- ites 3 3 520 

Louisiana: Monroe... Side nsaodaated 1 2 275 

Massachusetts: Lawrence..-_............-------...-..- 2 3 523 

EB can. cdtuncannsbscccwansdnncigusais 3 3 520 

NE i i ce cena neta Stee 1 2 259 

!]|!!Ut”””t”t*«é‘(‘(‘(‘“‘ RR CRS 10) 1 157 

I i l,i eben 1 157 

North Carolina: Durham -._.--.---.---_-- entidpS ELL ak tedblidceen | 3 49 

Ohio: | 
3 eh RI eee Le Pn es 3) Fe 3 eabheswucs 3 545 
SS ob se od 5 oss, 554 44965 ~kit § 6h wep enddatn ce We, sheh eb san asane 3 545 
East Liverpool-East Palestine_._...........__-- BL SEM accesses re 1 165 
dd dk PR SS ae CR CES fg SEATS - (2 ” t) See 1 165 

ee Soe ok oe ae bo r : 1(M)}_. eda 1 165 
i |.) } | eR mes o5 1 165 

Pennsylvania: 
ree dice icine anadaeaaien 1 165 
Connellsville. _.............-- ts AME Real 2 303 
eC a PR a PS eee, 1 165 

‘ | ERS Sk PS 8 a) PG 8 aE 2 303 

‘enne: 3 
Tafikson in et ee anced enedhbkte cia bs~akineotiine 1 149 
SON ONS ae bali he Lie oildiie: 2 275 
EE SE Se ee rae eee. 1 149 
|) RBS OS Ges ts eee PSS Se NSeee TEs 1 149 

yy Re ee ae ee Fee 1 1 196 

Virginia: 

Se he ee ECR Lo eRe eet Pane \ Eases oe 1 149 
Lynqbbors...:-...-+-<<.- EE Se LN CPN «Me ey eeoses 2 275 
Newport News (Hampton) -._.___--.....-...-- be , SOEs 4 sla ee. 3 452 
8 Na cheat dea ode boone qducskqscteqsamenens ery eS ea 2 275 
Es Mbatapedtancthinan doeunbslee iy ubewmirtmeraeta «PED h SS 1 149 

Washington: 
en Reins ckeeanedmarne Renwaanin’ Se aeee 1 165 
PMMNG LL. Asa b db wai dedbdacdudiddeecsddsidonchtsds Os iid. udbiid. 616 

NE EEE ELE TRE TE | SASS 1 178 

1 Expansion. 


A project for a one-unit (modified) (100 man) center with one-bay main- 
tenance shop for Grenada, Miss., was also included in the tentative program. 
This project is no longer qualified nor required. 

A project for a three-bay maintenance shop for Hempstead (Long Island), 
N.Y., was also included in the tentative program. This project is no longer 
required, as the need for this facility is being met by other authorized con- 
struction. 

Both of the above projects have been deleted from the construction program 
at the request of the ZI Army commanders concerned. 

Mr. Rivers. Who allocated the priorities to those that did not 
make the grade ? >t 

General Warren. We did; and we did it according to necessity. We 
took those that had the best qualifications, those that were qualified, 
first, according to the criteria established by the Defense Department ; 
secondly, they had to have certain assigned and objective strength, and 
the availability of the land and adequacy of what facilities were 
presently available had to be considered. 
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Mr. Rivers. You give us that list, if you do not mind. 

General Warren. Yes sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Can we have it for tomorrow? 

General WarrREN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Give it to Mr. Slatinshek. 

Have we run out of witnesses? 

Mr. Statinsuek. No, sir; we have the Army Guard. If the chair- 
man please, I would like to begin going over the line items for the 
Army Guard. 

Mr. Wameter. I havea question of the General. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. Wampter. On page 53 of the report, various locations: In look- 
ing over the training or the mission and the description of the activity, 
and then looking at the paid drill, what is the N/A? Is that not ap- 
plicable? 

General Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wampter. How is it you cannot name the number of men there 
where it is applicable and yet you have training facilities? 

General Warren. The existing centers are being utilized and these 
are merely maintenance shops, “additional to the existing facilities 
required to complete the centers. 

Mr. Wampter. I was misled a little bit here. It says under your 
description here, first, in your mission “To properly develop, train, 
and maintain those units.’ Then it does not give any nweihes over 
here as far as your assignment is concerned and your paid drill. 

General Warren. Various assignments or modifications or additions 
to existing buildings, primarily maintenance shops, each of which is 
under $50,000. This does not affect the paid drill attendance. It is 
already computed in the original construction. 

Mr. Wampter. The only thing I was getting at here, it looks as if 
here the mission itself, the purpose of it, was to properly develop, 
train, and operate as to this particular program. I was wondering, 
particularly, is that the usual way that those particular items are 
listed when you are supporting a unit? I notice when you have the 
actual mission for the others it names the number of people that are 
affected over on your right side. Here it does not name it. It is merely 
information as far as I am concerned to clarify that one particular 
project. 

I know you are not specific in it, because you have “Various 
locations.” 

General Warren. The only way I can explain that, sir, is that 
these are maintenance shops, additions to existing facilities. The eri- 
teria for the construction had previously been established. The per- 
sonnel are already there drilling. 

Mr. Wameter. Why is it, this particularly, is not listed? Are the 
shops used themselves for the development and training as a training 
aid, is that the idea ? 

General Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wampter. Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. Any other questions? 
Mr. Morris. No, sir. 

Mr. Winsreap. No questions. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Philbin ? 
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Mr. Puitsin. No questions; thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions ¢ 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. No questions. 

Mr. Rtvers. Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. No questions. 

Mr. Rivers. I think we will adjourn for this afternoon, and we will 
meet again tomorrow at 2 o’clock, and I will ask the Army Guard to 
be here. 

Mr. SuatinsHeKk, The Navy and the Air Force will also be here 
tomorrow afternoon. 

Mr. Rivers. Right after the Army tomorrow we will have the 
Air National Guertl 

(Thereupon, at 4:25 p.m., the subcommittee adjourned until 2 p.m. 
Tuesday, February 9, 1960.) 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SuscommMiTTeE No. 3, 
Washington, D.C., Tuesday, February 9, 1960. 

The subcommittee met at 2:05 p.m., Hon. J. Mendel Rivers (chair- 
man of the subcommittee), presiding. 

Mr. Rivers. Let. the committee come to order. 

Colonel, are you the one I talked to yesterday ? 

Colonel Krister. I think you talked to Colonel Badger yesterday 
about your problems, sir. 

Mr. SuiatTinsHEK. This is Colonel Kibler, Chief of Installations, 
Army National Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. We finished up to the National Guard yesterday, didn’t 
wef 

Mr. SiatrnsHek. We finished with the Army Reserve yesterday, 

Mr. Chairman. 
| Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. We are now finishing the last component of the 
Army, which is the National Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. What page is that on? 

Mr. SuatinsHex. That is on page 50 of your bill. 

Mr. Rivers. All right, Mr. Slatinshek. Do we have any more 
material for the record ? 

Mr. SiatrnsHEeK. Not for the Army National Guard. In this case 
we can review the line items, and Colonel Kibler will stand by to 
provide the committee with any justification that they desire. 

Mr. Rivers. You go ahead, Colonel Kibler. Mr. Slatinshek, you 
start reading. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. We begin on page 50, line 9. 

Mr. Rivers. Where is that in the backup book? 

Mr. StatinsHeK. That would be on page 1. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait until the committee gets them now. 

That is Alexandria, La., a three-unit-plus project, including—this 
doesn’t have the engineering; this is $211,000. 

Colonel Krater. Page 2, sir, contains the breakout of costs. 

Mr. Rivers. All right, sir. You explain it, Colonel Kibler. 
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Colonel Krster. This armory at Alexandria, La., is to house the 
following National Guard organizations: The 39th Quartermaster 
Company, infantry division type; 3671st Ordnance Company, 
direct support; Headquarters and Headquarters Detachment, the 
165th Transportation Battalion ; the 415th Ordnance Company ; Head- 
quarters and Headquarters Detachment, the 208th Medical Battalion, 
separate; and one tactical carrier platoon and one maintenance sec- 
tion of the 1087th Transportation Company. 

(a) Present facility : Temporary-type buildings located at Camp Beauregard. 
These buildings are substandard for operation and training ARNG units. Pres- 
ent facility lacks drill hall, classrooms, locker rooms, kitchen, rifle range, and 
latrines. To be used as maintenance shop by post engineer. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 10, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 7 nights per week. 

Mr. Rivers. I notice you have an R. & G. Is that Army Reserve 
and National Guard ? 

Colonel Krister. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What is an R.&G.? 

Colonel Krister. Army National Guard, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. This replaces temporary buildings at Camp Beaure- 

rd? 

~ Colonel Kistrr. That is right, sir. World War ITI type, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Are they all substandard ? 

Colonel Kister. Well, they are, sir, and, of course, they have been 
standing for quite a period of time, and the maintenance and con- 
dition of them is getting beyond economical use and repair. 

Mr. SiaTiInsHEK. What are you going to do with the existing facil- 
ity when it is replaced ? 

Colonel Kreter. We intend to continue to use it as a part of the 
post staff there, post engineer specifically. 

Mr. Statinsuek. Line 10, Amityville, N.Y., training facilities, 
$300,000. 

(The justification is as follows:) 


RE Unit Pius ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: None. Aviation units are to be relocated at Amityville 
from Freeport and Huntingdon in order that this type units will be consolidated. 
Reorganization of NY ARNG necessitates armory construction at this time. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 20, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 

Mr. Rivers. Is this alsoa new facility ? 

Colonel Kister. Yes, sir; this isa new facility. 

Mr. Rivers. Similar to the one we just read ? 

Colonel Kister. Yes, sir; this happens to be for Army aviation 
company attached to a division of the New York National Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. Mrs. St. George, are there any questions? 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. No, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. Line 11, Anaconda, Mont.: Training facilities, 
$66,000. 

(The justification is as follows:) 


OnE UNIT(S) PLUS ARMORY 


(a) Present facility : Formerly a feed and grain warehouse which is substand- 
ard to a detrimental degree for operation and training of ARNG units. Cancel 
lease and return to owner. 
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(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction September 11, 1959. 
(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. Siattnsuek. Line 12, Angleton, Tex.: “Training facilities,” 
nme : 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE UNIT(S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility : Rented livestock exhibit barn in fairgrounds on a share 
occupancy agreement. Building lacks classrooms, drill hall, storage and training 
areas. Substandard to a detrimental degree for the operation and training of 
ARNG unit. Cancel rental agreement and return to owner. 

(vb) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 17, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 

Mr. SuiatinsHek. Line 13, Bastrop, La.: “Training facilities,” 
Yee 

(The justification is as follows:) 


OnE Unit(s) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility : State-owned motor vehicle storage building which is sub- 
standard for permanent occupancy by ARNG unit. This building lacks a drill 
hall, classrooms, rifle range, locker rooms, and kitchen. Does not meet minimum 
requirements for supply area, administrative area or strong room. Used as 
motor vehicle storage. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 10, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 7 nights per week. 

Mr. SuatinsHek. Line 14, Bogalusa, La.: Training facilities, 
$180,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


One Unit Plus ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: State-owned wood frame building. This unit is housed 
on a temporary basis only. This building is completely substandard to a detri- 
mental degree for operation and training. Present building will be demolished. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 10, 1959. ASD 
(P & I) on December 14, 1959, specified joint construction with Army Reserve 
(fiscal year 1961 program). 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 7 nights per week. 

Mr. Rivers. Right there, we had a project with the Reserve of 
Bogalusa yesterday, didn’t we? 

r. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I believe I remember Bogalusa. 

Colonel K1pier. Yes, sir; that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Then why can’t you use them as a joint use? 

Mr. Dernincer. Mr. Chairman, that is one of the projects, sir, that 
when we were talking about joint utilization yesterday, that is one 
of them where we are planning to get the Army Reserve and Army 
Guard together in a joint structure. 

Mr. Rivers. That won’t affect the efficiency of either unit ? 

Mr. Derntncer. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Are you sure of that? 

Mr. Dernincer. That is one of the things that must be provided 
for in the joint arrangements. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. What is the size of the Reserve? 

Mr. Rivers. The usual size, about 60 percent; whatever it is sup- 
posed to be. 
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Colonel Krister. It is a one-unit Army Reserve Training Center, 
sir. 

Mr. WinstTeap. How many men does that include? 

Mr. Rivers. About 75. 

Colonel Kiser. That is the 200-man size, isn’t it ? 

Mr. SLatinsHEK. Up to 100. 

Mr. Rivers. Not over 100. 

Mr. Winstead. What is the cost of that ? 

Mr. Rrvers. $180,000. 

How much was that Reserve yesterday, Mr. Slatinshek ? 

Mr. SiatinsHex. That was $177,000. 

Mr. Rivers. $177,000 for one unit. How much is this here for the 
National Guard ? 

Colonel Kiger. $180,000. 

Mr. Rivers. How large is that ? 

Colonel Krister. We are calling for a one-unit-plus facility, Mr. 
Congressman, with approximately 20,000 gross square foot of armory. 

Mr. Winstreap. How many men in the National Guard? 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t know that you all screened this thing so good. 
Tt doesn’t look to me like one unit, with not over 100 in each of them. 
What about that, Mr. Deininger? Aren’t you in charge of the whole 
thing? 

Mr. Derntncer. Yes, sir. The costs, sir, are put in here at, what 
we hope will be sufficient to cover the joint facilities, because the joint 
facility still has to be planned. The architectural work has to be 
done on it. Until that is done, we can’t be sure just what the division 
of cost will be between the two component programs, the Reserve and 
the guard. These are safe figures that we can work within. 

Mr. Wrnsreap. In other words, you will have joint facilities, but 
the Reserve will put up their pro rata part in regard to that pro rata 
part of the facilities? 

Mr. Dernincer. That is right. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. If we have 100 men in Reserve at 177,000, how 
many in the National Guard at 180,000? 

Mr. Rivers. The same number. 

Mr. Winsteap. The same number of men ? 

Mr. Rivers. One unit. 

Mr. Detnrncer. It doesn’t work out on a pro rata share, Mr. Win- 
stead, on the basis of so many dollars per man. 

Mr. Rivers. He is asking about men now. 

Mr. Detntncer. That is right. It doesn’t work out at so many 
dollars per man. It works out on the basis of the physical facilities, 
the amount of space provided for each one of the Hesbrve component 
units in there. 

Mr. Winsreap. Frankly, this particular case, the thought runs 
through my mind whether or not it costs us a good deal more whether 
the Government puts up all the money than it does with the State 
putting up one-fourth of it. That is the thought that was running 
through my mind. 

Mr. Derntncer. The situation is this: We feel that it was the com- 
mittee’s intention in these joint utilization projects there should be 
some benefit from it. One of the benefits should be some economy 
in the construction, and that is one of the angles that we examine in 
connection with the joint projects. 
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Mr. Rivers. Wherever you can consistently and economically, if you 
have joint use, you should do it. 

Mr. Dernincer. That, is right, sir. That is what we attempt to do 
in every case. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Vinson insists on that. 

Mr. Dernincer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Goahead now. Boston, Mass. 

Mr. StatinsHek. Line 15, Boston (Jamaica Plain), Mass. : Training 
facilities, $360,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


THREE-UNIT-PLUS ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: South armory constructed in 1889. This facility is 
entirely inadequate for the operation and training of motorized units. Facility 
will revert to the city and be demolished. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction May 11, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 


Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. Siatrnsuek. Line 17, Brownsville, Tex.: Training facilities, 
$85,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


OneE-Unir (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Rented World War II post theater and chapel of Browns- 
ville Army Airfield now owned by the city. These buildings are totally inadequate 
for the operation and training of Army Reserve National Guard units. The 
buildings are uneconomical to maintain and are fire hazards. Cancel rental 
agreement and return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 17, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. SuatinsHek. Line 18, Burlington, Wis.: Training facilities, 
$140,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 


OnE Unit (S) ArMory AND Motor VEHICLE STORAGE BUILDING 


(a) Present facility : Temporary leased room on third floor of downtown bank 
building. This space is entirely inadequate (4,400 square feet total) and sub- 
standard to a detrimental degree for the operation and training of an artillery 
unit. Cancel lease and return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction, September 18, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 4 nights per week. 


Mr. Sxatrinsuek. Line 19, Carmichael, Calif.: Training facilities, 
$115,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

OnE-Unir PLUS ARMORY 

(a) Present facility : Leased facility which is completely inadequate. Insuffi- 
cient room for proper training, storage, maintenance, and administration. 
Cancel lease. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 31, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 4 nights per week. 

Mr. Statrnsuex. Line 20, Carthage, Miss., training facilities, 

$63,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 
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OnE Unit (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Rented garage building which is totally inadequate for 
the operation and training of this ARNG unit. Cancel lease and return to 
private owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 11, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. SwiatrnsHek. Line 21, Carthage, Tex., training facilities, 
$85,000. 


(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE Unit (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Motor vehicle storage building which is entirely sub- 
standard to a detrimental degree for the operation and training of ARNG unit. 
Continue to use for motor vehicle storage. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 17, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. SuatrnsHeKk. Line 22, Casa Grande, Ariz., training facilities, 


$108,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


ONE Unt? (S) ArMorRY AND Motor VEHICLE STORAGE BUILDING 


(a) Present facility: Small armory built in 1922. The floors, walls, and roof 
are fatigued: Storage area and classroom space are inadequate. Not economical 
to rehabitate. To be demolished. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 28, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 


Mr. Statrnsuex. Line 23, Claremont, N.H., training facilities, 


$139,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE Unit (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Building constructed in 1931 and is totally substandard 
for the operation and training of an ARNG artillery unit. Due to weight, the 
weapon cannot be brought into the building and sufficient area outside is not 
available. Revert to city of Claremont under provisions of the deed. 

(bo) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 31, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. Siattnsuexk. Line 25, Clayton, N. Mex., training facilities, 


$70,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE Unit (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Constructed for motor vehicle storage only. Entirely 
inadequate and substandard to a detrimental degree for the operation and train- 
ing of ARNG unit. To be used for motor vehicle storage. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 31, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. Suatinsuex. Line 1 on page 51, Clear Lake, S. Dak., training 
facilities, $63,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


EXPANSION OF EXISTING FAcILIty 


(a) Present facility: Leased facilities which consist of two buildings sepa- 
rated by two city blocks. The one building that houses the unit supply, arms, 








tH 


> re 


f 





or 
to 


ib- 
it. 


S, 


8, 


rd 
he 
ot 


ly 





3351 


storage and administrative area is of frame construction and is totally inade- 
quate. The other building is of excellent construction, has an adequate drill 
hall and can be expanded to provide lacking facilities. Lease to be canceled on 
inadequate building. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction June 22, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. SuatinsHek. Line 2, Cortez, Colo., training facilities, $114,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE Unir (S) ARMory 


(a) Present facility: Leased facility of only 1,600 square feet which is com- 
pletely inadequate for an artillery battery. Lease to be cancelled. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 21, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. Statinsnek. Line 3, Cranston, R.I., training facilities, 
$184,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE Unit ArMorRY 


(a) Present facility: Cranston Street armory in Providence. This facility is 
overcrowded to 150 percent of capacity. Cranston Street armory contains 12 com- 
pany-size units plus offices of the SAA, OCS School, and five battalion headquar- 
ters offices. Armory will be continued in use. 

(b) State RFFB recommended utilization with the USAR July 27, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 4 nights per week. 


Mr. StatrnsHek. Line 4, Crete, Nebr., training facilities, $120,000. 
(The justification is as follows: ) 


OnE Unit (S) ArMory AND Motor VEHICLE SToRAGE BUILDING 


(a) Present facility: Rented quarters in basement of local civic center. This 
facility is totally inadequate for the operation and training of this ARNG unit. 
Cancel lease and return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 5, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE Unit (S) Armory 


(a) Present facility: Frame building (20 by 40 feet) which is a part of a 
school complex. Inadequate as to classrooms, supply room, arms security, and 
administrative space. This building is a fire hazard. Return to school board. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 27, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


. SiatrnsHeK. Line 6, De Kalb, Miss.: Training facilities, 
$63,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 


ONE UniT ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: A motor repair building. Poor state of repair; lacks 
classroom space and assembly areas. Inadequate supply, locker room, and 
office space. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 11, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of three nights per week. 


Mr. Statinsnek. Line 7, Dover, N.H.: Training facilities, $139,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 
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One Unit (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Building constructed in 1929 and is totally substandard 
for a Field Artillery unit. This building will not stand the weight load of the 
weapon and sufficient area outside the building is not available. Return to 
the city of Dover under the provisions of the deed. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 31, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of three nights per week. 


Mr. Statinsuek. Line 8, Dover, N.J.: Training facilities, $190,000, 
(The justification is as follows:) 


OnE Unit ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Temporary frame barracks building which is entirely 
substandard to a detrimental degree for operation and training of these ARNG 
units. Lacks offices, classrooms, storage, toilets, rifle range, kitchen, and ade- 
quate heating. Would not be economical to expand and rehabilitate present 
building. Building to be razed. 

(bo) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of five nights per week. 


Mr. SiatinsHEK. Line 9, Driggs, Idaho: Training facilities, $80,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 


One Unit (S) Armory 


(a) Present facility: Part of an American Legion Hall (2,840 square feet 
only) which is inadequate for the housing and training of this type unit. The 
inadequate areas are classrooms, drill hall, unit storage, locker room, admin- 
istrative, library, and latrine. Cancel lease and return to owner. 

(6) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 24, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of three nights per week. 


Mr. StatinsHeEK. Line 10, Dumas, Ark.: Training facilities, $45,000, 
(The justification is as follows:) 


OnE Unit (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility : Masonry build of 4,500 square feet which was constructed 
for motor vehicle storage. Inadequate supply area, arms security, administra- 
tive space, sanitary facilities, lighting and heating facilties; no classrooms or 
rifle range. To be used for motor vehicle storage. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 27, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of three nights per week. 


Mr. Stattnsuek. Line 11, Elko, Nev.: Training facilities, $97,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


One Unit (8S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: State-owned motor vehicle storage building which is 
substandard for the operation and training mission. Space for classrooms, 
training, and storage is inadequate. This building has no drill hall or rifle 
range and the heating, lighting, and sewerage facilities are inadequate. Build- 
ing to be used for motor vehicle storage. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 31, 1959, 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of three nights per week. 


Mr. StatinsHeK. Line 12, Escondido, Calif.: Training facilities, 
$105,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 
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ONE Unit (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Company D, 5th M Tank Battalion, 185th Armor has 
been forced to move because leased facility was condemned. No rental space 
available in Escondido. Unit is presently being temporarily housed 12 miles 
distant at Vista. The Vista Armory was originally constructed to house only 
one unit and addition of the Escondido unit results in extremely overcrowded 
condition. In order to maintain original unit integrity with each community 
and to relieve overcrowding at Vista, a new armory facility at Escondido is 
imperative. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction Sept. 1, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of four nights per week. 


Mr. Siatinsuek. Line 13, Eupora, Miss.: Training facilities, 
$63,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


One Unit (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Rented building from VF'W, which is substandard to a 
detrimental degree for the operation and training of ARNG unit. Training 
proficiency will have a marked increase with a new facility. Cancel lease and 
return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 11, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of three nights per week. 


Mr. Statinsuek. Line 14, Gurabo, P.R.: Training facilities, $70,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE UNIT Pius ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Rented building from private source. Building lacks 
required space in various functional areas and is substandard to a detrimental 
degree for the operation and training of the transportation units. Cancel rental 
agreement and return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction September 21, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. Statrnsuek. Line 15, Harrisburg, Pa.: Training facilities, 
$104,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


EXPANSION OF EXISTING ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: State-owned armory which lacks a drill hall. This pro- 
posed project is for the addition of a drill hall, Armory to be continued in use. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 29, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. Starinsuek. Line 16, Hartwell, Ga.: Training facilities, 
$90,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE Unit (S) ARMORY 


(@) Present facility: Upstairs balcony of the courthouse which is completely 
inadequate for ARNG unit training. Lacks vault, classrooms, drill hall, supply 
area, dayroom, rifle range, kitchen, and public toilets. Return te owners for 
their full-time use. 

(bv) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 4, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 


Mr. Sratrnsuek. Line 17, Hawthorne, Nev.: Training facilities, 
$97,000. 
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(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE Unit (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility : County-owned meeting hall which is substandard for the 
operation and training of the ARNG unit. Inadequate water, heating, and light- 
ing facilities as well as inadequate space for classrooms, storage, and outside 
training. Unit equipment is stored 2 miles away in an open storage. Cancel 
lease and return to county. 


(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 31, 1959. 
(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


2 StatinsHeEK. Line 18, Heber Springs, Ark.: Training facilities, 
5,000. 
(‘The justification is as follows :) 


ONE Unir ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Rented facility of 3,800 sq. ft. which is completely in- 
adequate as to classrooms, locker room, storage, arms security, and sanitary 
facilities. Cancel lease and return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 27, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. StatrnsHeK. Line 19, Hinton, W. Va.: Training facilities, 
$157,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 


One Unit (S) ARMORY AND MoToR VEHICLE STORAGE BUILDING 


(a) Present facility: Leased space (rear part) in garage. This space is in- 
adequate and substandard to a detrimental degree for the operation and train- 
ing of an armor unit. Cancel lease and return to owners. 

(bv) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction May 4, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. StatrnsHeK. Line 20, Honolulu, Hawaii: Training facilities, 
$102,000. 
(The justification as as follows:) 


ONE UNIT ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Temporary frame warehouse built during World War II. 
This building is in an advanced state of deterioration and termite infestation. 
Uneconomical to repair or rehabilitate. Abandon. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 21, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. Suatrnsuexk. Line 21, Howell, Mich.: Training facilities, 
$250,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE UNitT ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Rented space in an old church meeting hall. This 
facility is completely inadequate to a detrimental degree for the operation and 
training of this ARNG unit. Lease will be terminated. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction September 3, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. StatinsHek. Line 22, Jackson, Miss.: Training facilities, 
$232,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 
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THREE UNITs PLUS ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: City-owned building upon which the lease expires in the 
near future. City does not desire to continue the lease. Therefore, upon ex- 
piration of present lease, no facility will be available for these units. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 11, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. SratrnsHek. Line 23, Jacksonville, Fla.: Training facilities, 
$243,000, 
(The justification is as follows :) 


Two UNITs PLUS AND Moror VEHICLE STORAGE BUILDING 


(a) Present facility: Three story which has foundation failure: building now 
over 2 feet lower on north side than south side. Present building to be con- 
demned and razed. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction, March 17, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 


Mr. Statinsuek. Line 24, Jasper, Ind.: Training facilities, 
$218,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


Two-UNnIT ARMORY 


(a) Present facility : Two buildings are being used as an armory; one, a motor 
vehicle storage building, and the other, an adjacent city-owned building of only 
2,608 square feet. These buildings are completely substandard as to space for 
classrooms, locker room, unit supply, and administrative area. MVSB to be re 
tained for motor vehicle storage and leased building returned to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction, November 17, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be use a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. Statrnsuek. Line 25, Las Vegas, N. Mex.: Training facilities, 
$70,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OneE-UnNIT (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: World War II surplus building at Camp Luna which is 
entirely inadequate and substandard to a detrimental degree for operation and 
training of ARNG unit. Building to be retained for use as motor vehicle stor- 
age and State storage area. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 31, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. SiatInsHEK. Page 52, line 1, Lavonia, Ga.: Training facilities, 
$90,000. 
(‘The justification is as follows :) 


ONE-UNIT ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Upstairs portion of the city swimming pool bathhouse. 
Lacks adequate classrooms, supply area, drill hall, administrative area, heating, 
and lighting. There are no sanitary facilities, vault, dayroom, kitchen, or rifle 
range. Return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 4, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 


Mr. SiatrnsHEK. Page 52, line 2, Lawrence, Kans. : Training facili- 
ties, $102,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 
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OnE UNIT AND Motor VEHICLE STORAGE BUILDING 





(a) Present facility: Rented facility from city. This space is substandard 
to a detrimental degree for operation and training. There are no vault, day- 
room, motor vehicle storage, kitchen, or public toilets. Lacks adequate space 
for classrooms, supply, and administration. City has requested that the facility 
be returned for their use. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction October 16, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 4 nights per week. 


Mr. SvatinsHex. Line 3, Levelland, Tex.: Training facilities, 
$85,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE-UnI?r (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Rented building and the owner requires that building be 
returned. There are no other rental facilities available within a 15-mile radius. 
Return to owner. 

(bv) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 27, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. SiatinsHek. Line 4, Lewistown, Mont.: Training facilities, 
$66,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


One-Unir (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Part of the basement of a city-owned building which is 
totally inadequate for the operation and training of ARNG unit. Conflicting 
activities are held in this civic center and such activities place restriction on 
the ARNG unit. Return to city for civic use. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction September 11, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. Siatinsuek. Line 5, Logan, Ohio: Training facilities, $150,000. 
{ The justification is as follows :) 


OnE-UNIT ARMORY 


(a) Present facility : Leased farm machinery building which is totally inade- 
quate and substandard to a detrimental degree for operating and training of the 
ARNG unit. Cancel lease and return to owner. 

(bv) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 7, 1959. Assistant 
Secretary of Defense (Properties and Installations) on December 14, 1959, speci- 
fied joint construction with Army Reserve fiscal year 1961 program. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. Sxiatinsuek. Line 6, Louisville, Ky.: Training facilities, 
$285,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


Four Units Pius ArMorY 


(a) Present facility: Leased temporary barracks buildings at Bowman Field. 
These temporary wooden structures were built in 1940, with a 10-year life 
expectancy. These buildings are worn out and are fire hazards (wiring dan- 
gerous) ; completely substandard for efficient operation and training. Cancel 
lease and return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 31, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 


Mr. SxiatinsHexk. Line 7, Mendenhall, Miss.: Training facilities, 
$63,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 
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One-UNIT (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Old school building which is totally inadequate for the 
operation and training of ARNG unit. Building is condemned and will revert 
to the city ownership. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 11, 1959. 

(ec) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. StatinsHEK. Line 8, Montgomery, W. Va.: Training facilities, 
$189,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE-UNIT ARMORY AND Motor VEHICLE STORAGE BUILDING 


(a) Present facility : Leased old building (former ice plant), which is totally 
inadequate and substandard to a detrimental degree for the operation and train- 
ing of an armored unit. Building is a fire hazard and the site is inadequate. 
Cancel lease and return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction November 16, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. StatinsHek. Line 10, Natchitoches, La.: Training facilities, 
$161,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE-UnNIT ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Two State-owned buildings which are completely inade- 
quate for permanent occupancy by ARNG unit. These buildings lack a drill 
hall, rifle range, latrines, and locker rooms and are substandard as to class- 
rooms, administration, supply and security. Existing facilities to be used by the 
city of Natchitoches. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 10, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 7 nights per week. 


Mr. Starrsuek. Line 11, Newport, Oreg.: Training facilities, 
$120,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


One-Untr (S) Armory 


(a) Present facility: Leased from, the county (Lincoln), three quonset huts 
(16 by 36 ft. each). Buildings are entirely inadequate and are substandard to 
a detrimental degree for operation and training of the ARNG unit. Cancel 
lease and return to owner. 

(0) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction March 4, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. SuatinsHek. Line 12, Northfield, Minn.: Training facilities, 
$49,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


EXPANSION TO ExisTtiNG ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: State-owned armory which lacks space where vehicles 
can be stored or where training can be eonducted on vehicles or vehicle mounted 
equipment. This addition will provide such space in conjunction with the pres- 
ent building. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. SiatinsuEk. Line 13, Orofino, Ida.: Training facilities, $75,- 
000, 
(The justification is as follows :) 
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One-UnirT (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility : City-owned park building which lacks adequate drill hall, 
classrooms, locker room, unit storage, administrative area, library and latrines, 
Return to owners. 

(0) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 24, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


aoe SiatinsHeK. Line 14, Oshkosh, Wis. : Training facilities, $235,- 
(The justification is as follows :) 


Two UNITs PLus ARMORY AND Moror VEHICLE STORAGE BUILDING 


(a) Present facility : Old frame building constructed in 1892. This building is 
completely inadequate in all functional areas and is substandard to a detrimental 
degree for operational and training of ARNG units. Located in center of busi- 
ness district; no contiguous land available. Building to be razed and land sold. 

(6) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction May 7, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 4 nights per week. 


Mr. SiatrnsHeK. Line 15, Perryville, Ark.: Training facilities, 
$45,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


One-Unit (S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Rented space (30 by 30 ft.) in a store building. Inade 
quate supply, security, and administrative space. No classrooms, drill hall, 
locker room, or sanitary facilities. Lease to be canceled. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 27, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. SuatrnsHex. Line 16, Philip, S. Dak.: Training facilities, 


$145,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


ONE-UNIT ARMORY AND MoTOR VEHICLE STORAGE BUILDING 


(a) Present facility: Leased facility which lacks classrooms, locker room, 
ordnance vault, dayroom, kitchen, and rifle range. Building is totally inade- 
quate as to unit storage, administrative area, and sanitary facilities. Drill 
floor will not support heavy equipment. Cancel lease and return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction June 22, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. StattnsHex. Line 17, Portland, Oreg.: Training facilities, 
$393,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


THREE UNITS PLtus ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Licensed World War II temporary wood frame barracks 
buildings. These buildings are completely inadequate and are substandard for 
the operation and training of ARNG units. License will be terminated. 

(b) State RFF'B recommended unilateral construction March 4, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 


(The justification is as follows:) 
One-UnitT ARMORY 
(a) Present facility : Three small quonset huts (3,600 square feet total) located 
on leased property. These buildings do not provide adequate space for training, 


storage, and administration. Hutments are old, and maintenance costs are ex- 
cessive. Tear down hutments and cancel lease on property. 
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(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction October 29, 1959. As- 
sistant Secretary of Defense (Properties and Installations) on December 14, 
1959, specified joint construction with Naval Reserve (fiscal year 1961 program). 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. SuatinsueK. Line 19, Richlands, Va.: Training facilities, 
$161,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 


OnE-UNIT ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Temporary quarters furnished by the town of Richlands. 
These quarters are completely inadequate and are substandard to a detrimental 
degree for the operation and training of the ARNG unit. (For example—at 
present the shortage of locker space makes necessary the storage of clothing 
and equipment at the homes of personnel.) Return quarters to the town of 
Richlands. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction September 8, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 6 nights per week. 


Mr. SuatrnsueK. Line 20, Riverdale, N.J.: Training facilities, 
$171,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 


One-UniT ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Old frame house which is totally inadequate; lacks 
classrooms, toilet, offices, storage, rifle range, kitchen, and adequate heating. 
Would not be economical to expand and rehabilitate present facility. Building 
to be razed. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 


Mr. Statinsuex. Line 21, Rolla, Mo.: Training facilities, $150,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OnE-UNIT ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Rented frame building which is a fire hazard and is sub- 
standard in all functional areas to a detrimental degree for this operation and 
training of ARNG unit. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction September 1, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. StatinsHek. Line 22, Sabana Grande, P.R.: Training facil- 
ities, $63,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


OneE-UnitT ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Rented building from private source. This building is 
substandard in various functional areas for the operation and training of an in- 
fantry unit. Cancel rental agreement and return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction September 21, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. Statinswex. Line 24, Sacramento, Calif.: Training facilities, 
$72,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


REHABILITATION OF EXISTING ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: This facility does not provide adequate training, main- 
tenance and administrative space. Continue in use. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction October 29, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 
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Mr. Siatrnsuex. Line 25, Schenectady, N.Y.: Training facilities, 
$108,000, 
(The justification is as follows :) 


CONVERSION OF EXISTING ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: State-owned armory which requires conversion in order 
that training and storage area may be provided for armored vehicles. Armory 
will remain in use. 

(bd) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 20, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 6 nights per week. 


Mr. Siatinsuex. On page 53, line 1, Scottsburg, Ind.: Training fa- 
cilities, $188,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


One-UniT (S) ArRMoRY 


(a) Present facility: Leased facility of only 5,504 square feet. This space is 
substandard to a detrimental degree for efficient operation and training. Cancel 
lease and return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction August 5, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 8-nights per week. 


Mr. SwatinsHek. Line 2, Sheridan, Ark.: Training facilities, 
$45,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 


OnE (1) Unit Armory 


(a) Present facility: Masonry building of 4,500 square feet which was con- 
structed for motor vehicle storage. Inadequaté classrooms, supply area, ad- 
ministrative space and arms security. Poor sanitary, lighting, and heating fa- 
cilities. No rifle range. To be use for motor vehicle storage. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 27, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Mr. SuatinsHex. Line 3, Springfield Mo.: Training facilities, 
$240,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


Two Unit Pius ARMORY 


(a). Present facility: Three separate rented buildings, two of which are fire 
hazards and the third building is completely inadequate in all functional areas. 
Lease canceled and return to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction September 11, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 


_ Mr. Sratinsnex. Line 4, Stoughton, Mass.: Training facilities, 
$210,000. 


(The justification is as follows :) 


One Untr (8S) ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Rented rooms which are substandard to a detrimental 
degree for operation and training of ARNG units. Cancel lease—revert to owner. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction May 11, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 4 nights per week. 

Mr. Suatinsuex. Line 5, Stratford (Bridgeport), Conn.: Train- 
ing facilities, $415,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 
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Two Unit PLus ARMORY 


(a) Present facility: Two leased facilities—one in Stratford and the other 
in Bridgeport ;. both buildings are completely inadequate, having no drill halls 
or assembly area and poor security. Cancel lease and return to owners. 

(b) State RFFB recommended joint construction between Stratford and 
Bridgeport ARNG units, August 4, 1959. 

(¢)° Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 


Line 7, Vergennes, Vt.: Training facilities, $135,000. 
(The justification is as follows:) 


OnE Unit (S) ARMoRY 


(a) Present facility: Rented space in the city hall. The space is entirely 
inadequate and substandard, to a detrimental degree for the operation and train- 
ing of the ARNG unit. Building also used by the post office, municipal offices, 
and the fire department. Cancel rental agreement and return to owner. 

(6) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction December 12, 1955. 

(c) Facility to be used a minimum of 5 nights per week. 


Line 8, Worland, Wyo.: Training facilities, $141,000. 
(The justification i is as follows: ) 


OnE Unit (S) ARMORY AND Motor VEHICLE STORAGE BUILDING 


(a) Present facility: State-owned Butler type building (approximately 3,200 
square feet). This building is totally inadequate and is substandard to a detri- 
mental degree for the operation and training of an artillery unit. Lacks class- 
rooms, locker and shower room, dayroom, garage, public toilets, rifle range, and 
kitchen. 

(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction March 4, 1959. 

(¢) Facility to be used a minimum of 3 nights per week. 


Line 9, various locations: Training facilities, minor conversions, 
$183,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


VARIOUS LOCATIONS 


Conversions, rehabilitation of existing facilities, or motor vehicle storage 
buildings, cost of each—less than $50,000. 




















Chicago, Ill. (conversion ) $40, 000 
Camb e, Md. (MVSB) piases . 80,000 
Milaca, Minn. (expansion) po 13, 000 
Madison, Minn. (rehabilitation) —..-.__.___-________ en Ai 12, 000 
Lewistown, Pa. (rehabilitation) “ee ste th _..._ 24,000 
Huntingdon, Pa. (rehabilitation) ----.-.---.-------- 23, 000 
Saluda, 8.C. (expansion) ---.--__---.-. SiS tena 23, 000 
GIN NE eter nenn ener saan sepenenctnemapesitiomnm ames 18, 000 


We now move to nonarmory. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Mr. Chairman, right there could I ask how many 
facilities are included in that $183,000? How minor are they? 

Colonel Kisuer. There are eight involved in that. 


Army Nationan GUARD OF THE Untrep SraTes 


(NONARMORY) 


Mr. SiatinsHek. Line 13,Camp Murray (Tacoma), Wash.: Supply 
facilities, $159,000. 


49066—60—No. 42-44 
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USPFO WAREHOUSE 


(a) Present facility: Two large frame buildings under license from the 
U.S. Navy located at the Tacoma Annex, Seattle Navy Supply Depot. These 
buildings consist of 71,240 square feet. This space is too large and uneconomical 
to operate and cannot be efficiently utilized by the recently reorganized ARNG of 
Washington. Cancel lease and revert to control of U.S. Navy. 

(bd) Facility to be used continuously as warehouse depot for the entire Wash- 
ington ARNG. 


Line 14, Camp Ripley (Little Falls), Minn.: Troop housing and 
utilities, $910,000. 





WATER STORAGE TANK AND TOWER, 500,000-GALLON CAPACITY 


(a) Present facility: The present water storage is not of sufficient size for 
servicing the troops assigned to this training area. Water consumption is over 
1.5 million gallons per day. One half daily consumption rate is required storage 
capacity. Present storage capacity is only 200,000 gallons and is to remain 
in service. 

OnE BATTALION TRAINING AREA AND UTILITIES 


(a) Present facility: Entire camp needs to be modified to accommodate a 
ROCID division and to eliminate 16 by 16-foot tents which are no longer avail- 
able. Serves six States in 5th Army Area. 

(b) Facility to be used a minimum of 75 days plus. 


Line 16, Camp Shelby (Hattiesburg), Miss.: Troop housing, 
$423,000. 


THIRTEEN MESSHALLS, Stx DouBLE LATRINES, THREE SINGLE LATRINES 


(a) Present facility : 30 barracks, 4 single latrines, 5 double latrines, 14 mess- 
halls, 7 administration and supply buildings, 2 battalion headquarters buildings 
under contract. This is first increment of facilities to accommodate an infantry 
division. 

(bv) Facility to be used a minimum of 70 days. 


Line 17, Fort William H. Harrison, Mont.: Troop housing, admin- 
istrative facilities and supply facilities, $123,000. 


Two MESSHALLS, ONE DOUBLE LATRINE, ONE DOUBLE HEADQUARTERS BUILDING, 
ONE ADMINISTRATION AND SUPPLY BUILDING, THREE BARRACKS 


(a) Present facility: State-owned summer field training site. Present bar- 
racks are tar-paper covered hutments (16 by 32 feet) built during World War II. 
These buildings have nearly reached the danger point of deterioriation. Camp 
support facilities (warehouses, etc.) are World War II mobilization grade. 
Water, sewers, power and roads are currently in existence. This project proposes 
to partially replace these facilities with approved summer type training struc- 
tures (mess, latrine, headquarters, and barracks). 


Line 19, Fort Stewart (Hinesville), Ga.: Troop housing, $423,000. 


THIRTEEN MESSHALLS, Six DouBLE LATRINES, THREE SINGLE LATRINES 


(a) Present facility: First increment of facilities to house a ROCAD division 
began in fiscal year 1959 with the following facilities now under contract : 30 mess- 
halls, three 400-man latrines, one 200-man latrine, plus utilities. 

(b) Facility tobe used a minimum of 90 days by units of 6 States. 


Line 20, Salt Lake City, Utah: Administrative facilities and supply 
facilities, $266,000. 


USPFO OFFICE AND WAREHOUSE 


(a) Present facility: Two buildings under license from Department of Army 
and located at Fort Douglas, Utah. These buildings are old frame structures 
(one converted from a stable). The license for these facilities expires during 
1960 and reverts to the control of the Fort Douglas command. 
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(b) State RFFB recommended unilateral construction July 30, 1959. 

(c) Facility to be used continuously as warehouse depot for the entire Utah 
Army National Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. At that point, Colonel, I have noticed that the State 
that is saddled with me to represent it doesn’t qualify. Is that an 
accident or is that just one of those things? 

Colonel Krsuer. Sir, in previous years your State was given a con- 
siderable number of authorizations. When we come to the funding 
bill, you will find that they are in balance with the balance of the 
States. They will have approximately an even program this year and 
the year tocome. In 1962 we will have caught up with past authoriza- 
tions and move into new authorizations at which time we will likewise 
“fund” them in the year that we ask you for authorization. 

Mr. WINsTEaD. i am wondering if the record shouldn’t show how 
many armories were approved by the Army, submitted to the De- 

artment of Defense that never really reached approval this year. 
There will probably be some questions about that. Before we had a 
record showing how many had been approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Submit for the record, Colonel—put in there the ar- 
mories that have met the full requirements; that is, the conditions 
precedent to their coming up to Washington, the States that have ful- 
filled whatever you set out as the minimum or maximum, or whatever 
it is, and let us know how many came out. 

Colonel Kister. All right, sir. 


ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 


Fiscal year 1961 projects submitted by States for authorization not included in 
fiscal year 1961 authorization request 














{In thousands of dollars] 
Location Type Amount 
Alabama: 
iia tre ined ta ches. canes Assess pe seers pen chien ineencncen tatadesnbarenmsiaelieael ae 71 
IN xs an elRISIR AD sc ss ick pan pane cid lining cticenaen nici tad Sere 71 
EE a ES eae ee eee eee do elkieke 71 
ES Sere ser ae emcee Kei e do 71 
NS FEE SS EE eee ene iiss ntieanes iia 71 
ee ee eee kee CEERI 71 
NC abs pdbdin dekbiuddccahsnannadaendedeasededsdnssuscunanadie Me Expansion. .-.........-. 15 
Ss. cb cd bees onsaconsecnnnnsnanbnndtnasntestanssnsoenietiel iL, <¢eatenasiad 15 
0 Se, ee a ee | PR 15 
See eae eee rene FE iccccesancecinll 15 
SEE 2. 52 9u de aLOEGS 5 carn aan masanaenneAAinadnnpninanndehawtiin ee 15 
coats kh achaewnaeaknnadneinnnndendminhiipan nationale P< ciesitenmes sae 15 
NL: 5.53554 4d MOREE Sh nk nana menninnnnnisaernomnnnnndibaninenntalites Ginn creevecaseked 15 
EE SO, ET OEE ee RPE LEIS He | eats. ere 15 
SR Ss ne ane aree RAS, OE. cuxsenccy el 15 
SHEE. <4. 066; Se Et tahnandnnkaedaneinniadaibicenetninadane hes * “RRR ee? 15 
0 SE SR a a ae Sees Rivawncstnxncased 15 
Arizona: 
ir ope bein ni saiesonmeanminnanpnn semen iuand | ey ie PE 113 
RRR se SRE eee Ree Raw RES __ Re RE 
RE Soc cnteeel be RhMitol atom niirinaeieonn maniacal Bapemsien.... ..--+--00 60 
Arkansas: 
I EEE LOLI ON OE SE 47 
TE SS eee neaiaanieagitanl FEED TRY h-enit (@)........-casoun 47 
I ns Sa la oon asks sarc hic udm dnteccnalindl EN SOE 47 
SED cnssiedses@ie= Seca Sead ein a eon htaetalaa SEES (0) .....~.-- csaiow 44 
Lake Village. -_ __- COE See See Nee in ea alate of PER cnospenn sos dibiie 42 
SLE Se a enya SO oer ere 42 
California: None_------ sell oth ra ata i lan aise Sascen ti aa scm aah tala te ee ole le See aa ; 
I iin eae tel Be dwnin anh oa slemeneaenae Aevhimabinesinci a) ae eer ee seaweed. - 
rs ERS ccctiecawcacnechcadsetnedndesensanadticsinn _ | Rieter epee: 167 
tina ts Nucutinecncasec coteesanaddadndns deneeuuwebes =u Daibacsekeedwusnenn merle SE Se 
EE EET SOR a Ean ee Pa ee 
I A oR EE EE ee ee, eee een ne Eres, Os Serene 
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fiscal year 1961 authorization request—Continued 


Fiscal year 1961 projects submitted by States for authorization not included in 

















{In thousands of dollars} 
Location Type 
Georgia: 
Lawrenceville ___ int 
Ss NSEUGR SP SRE ITED Fe ser ope aes oes Meee 1s Ca Ca ets epren Sawplt ss sad. al c3 
Statesboro__. CRE EES ST Se RE es 8s A or - 
SERS SAE ies £08 ae Peery ‘ Seaniy J. 155.0... 3 
I lick. die bdich eens <cbhee dy pgs ahh eyteoreeewernre l-unit (s)_.......-.- 
tale ila Spee nk I Oe pina tonratanlact nde cis | ao BR Fn 
) | PRS ee Peet ae eee EEE SESE bb Vabiddn ddtcdk 0206 RSL Wit. 2asktcpc~6a) 
Jesup ..-- Hah AES Pv EE ” a ihe it Es I ET l-unit (s)_.._.- 
Tifton_- ae bias SLE FP ASCO ER EONS BE asim is Same SL 
EE ae i 5 ae © OO Ere D. (eee eae os er eae rivet % 
NRA LS het bt A aS itech, te te AE . igce 
Illinois: 
Sei eaie «Peale Lae eS a ; oaiceiSais nonce secennel TA eo no anet a4 
Galesburg ===. a eee RTT Ta 
Indiana: 
ee ay nals Bee ba ag A tlle Re Ik te Aad IL a es 2 ea 
ep tt he) - db 4 oh el - e eaag- 5 4 Cees Cea ee Beery 
IN on cont od Ebina ca nek Sashineskonenneimbenee eet (6)..-.-5.- 
Iowa: 
ES EE a ae a ee GS ST ee Se Se EE oe is nso 4nd 
eal I gma Be oh 3 E'S, SEO Ce PR a l-unit__._._. 
e Mi. 4a5h5- oat ocbbeseb- soteteacppasesppad-iias3.. J-amit, (@)o4d- 4456) 2--. 
Rd oe ee) ieee ieed Gkdunat ce Expansion -___...__- P 
ansas: 
TS EE a ee ee ee eee ES SE ae 
MAPLE EEE LES SEE SE CS ATAS ETS ERE GSES AINE TT pe! |" See 
IN. os ccnecnvnkcuberanncecnncch RSM sMiGtEaes See ete l-unit (s)—motor 
vehicle storage 
uilding. 
Pe IN Ss ldccnucndes chennai ct tasaaskouwar Expansion -__.___. 
Kentucky: 
marine. ols. oc AHA LMA | Seen eee get ee EL, 
a aS ae Ae | PMD co nnacnsise vue 
Neen ee et ke bhi satel s Recht Rueait vena l eke ddien eee nh Adm awoe nade 
aine: 
Newnort...............iG2NiL2). AWSANTOIED INA Ee 
TEE See ees oe eS Meet EER EES 
See soumen nade teens ope esses i wl). = “a ee 
A EE A ea a ee, | Conversion... -.......- 
EO EE: ESE) SE ee ero: RE...” ed ER a RS 
OR, Nn. oo acme ahead nebhhenddheeoas biden agDeeneh soe: "ee 
ae NESSES TREES 
aie | Sie 
S bias ey eee eet 
——_ | ee Ter > 
Expansion - - il 
1 2-U-plus.......255i0n0 
Rehabilitation —.._..-. 
Conversion..........-- 
| Expansion. _..-..-.... 
Conversion..........-- 
FLV ST NE Ree ae ne Ses Ge Sore nC wy eee itisinehsnhnaanlll 
Expansion. .........-- 
‘eel BPinces ons nL iUa) 
Conversion...........- 
IN . cngdueanens 
Shhh Sa edi Seb bod b bree eeesbinebosetesbobesecedebedeteweer lindedtiwkbeacssduussl 
edie | EE 
Conversion... .......- 
eS | eee)! 2! 
i--plus (6)...........: 
1-ugmlt (6) 00220 g 0nd 
| Ses os mimreca cogs 
bee BPinecccancoccas du 
| ee ee 
Expansion... _....-.-- 
wanes | ey Leaps : 
Alteration ......- TO %8 
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Fiscal year 1961 projects submitted by States for authorization not included in 
fiscal year 1961 authorization request—Continued 


{In thousands of dollars] 





























Location Type Amount 
| 
Nebraska: | 
Es iin cine 4 Lane ARIAL eicnhoctitebsdembans deceniietinetin 2 —_ Sere 125 
| EIR ES AE Ei Aree ARERR NE Perper 120 
BR Si dndutdcicngnde cedenchndknatsendbeatipencheqtwlesudes ewe’ Sunit SERRA MERE | 165 
a RE iin cnsiceedp iWchaneuennnaenguviiewrnrennagninerndeiniol ‘fee 45 
Gerd 6 o0 a nncasacdtlocedcquveweqeevcuniawwwaentnenpenwyranes Conversion_.........-- 3 
pp Se See Se ee eee Se er ee 4 
Nevada: 
8 a aes | ee ce oa a a. a ee en ee 101 
TD ot cecnananng eee etd aks dumsmennnniuipianmmntgiainiancniaial ES ee atta 101 
ED Ee OS: ea a eee ane sien I: Expansion. .-.......... 20 
CT cn ctnkn concede IGS « .cxteieriniewdrinerenrvenaned | ae 10 
Nir TI Perec cne Tel petri ewnqenwennmnresreereyed sagnniees<aa en enensnendeelidie. 
Ney ee ar a RR teen ceeirewertiewtrreeseeniinenmadinsewe Expansion (5-unit) ---- 210 
EE AO a eae) Ar ban 
New York: 
es CI is p68 2 a 6 an stim mncecuninneunreuinghnerete Conversion. __........- 75 
oe Se Oe EE ee ee nn cn nincenuiitidiemid 75 
Now Vente Gite (itis Gt Fi. 3. cecenetic nce n ccc ewe ewww wewewmewsfowces cneccancenned 48 
North Carolina: 
8 Le he is eee ee ee ee a See ng incite wienaen 18 
Ns ins dae aden cbeae ln ce beun waves erin wossuqeusyeinmmnns Addition............-. 30 
Te MINN a isc ctilc ang ccnnccueweeubeseecneteeemmncwnws ee ae ee 104 
eee OS eer eters eee eee MG ctki:sikedkgonnnwe 104 
North Dakota: 
EET ee AP a oe eee ee ee ee ee ee ee een aereees sity! 135 
Expansion 120 
347 
400 
400 
Oklahoma Oity- (oulldisig HOS)... 2. ee cece ceecwte ence ce Expansion. - ---_------ } 10 
eet aL Wd) Se a ee oo eee Conversion _ ---------- 11 
BNOB . . arrcrrcSealeck cdc ch cdbé cng easeseen les ntesWeesnscncecewenuaeenses Dinccssaensnsaseeu 5 
A Brn SR. a eaten adie cadens Benktoddneen thanemanktaecwed 0 Seal tat RGE S SM 3 
ee Er ee ee ee See ee eee ee Se eee, RESP ee ED al) 2 
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Fiscal year 1961 projects submitted by States for authorization not included in 
fiscal year 1961 authorization request—Continued 














{In thousands of dollars] 
Location Type Amount 
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Mr. Rivers. Lots of those you couldn’t get to because of budgetary 
restrictions; is that right ? 

Colonel Kiser. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You had to stop somewhere. Is that what you want? 

Mr. Winsteap. We need a full explanation. 

Mr. Rivers. We will have to explain this on the floor. 

Colonel Krister. Yes, sir; we will have to get that to you as a sepa- 
rate matter, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that all you want? 

Mr. Winsreap. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Did you want that too ? 

Mr. Wampter. I would like to ask a question here if I may at this 
time. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. Wameter. Colonel Kibler, out of all the new establishments we 
had built last year, reserve centers, how many renovations were made 
after we once appropriated and authorized the funds and appropriated 
the funds for that establishment that you had to change to get sup- 
oe appropriations in order to take care of and meet your 
needs? 
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Colonel Kister. Sir, I believe the formal testimony will show that 
there are approximately 79 armories previously built with Federal 
contributions which, due to reorganization will require some modifica- 
tion and change to bring them in line with current requirements of 
the units occupied. 

Mr. Wampter. What I was driving at—and this happens, I know 
it happens with the Navy—I am a little more familiar with that than 
probably the Army, and that is in constructing the training centers 
throughout, they started out with a rate structure, and then right 
after that they found out they were going to have to renovate buildings 
because they changed their rate structure immediately afterward. 

That was the origination of the program coming down. 

I wonder now if you have to face that particular obstacle now? 
Does the training that you give now pretty much run in consistency to 
where you know in what direction you are going exactly without hav- 
ing to ask for appropriations and then all of a sudden decide we are 
going—we are going to have this kind of training now after appro- 
priations have once been given to your staff. 

Colonel Krster. I don’t believe my answer would be exactly what 
I think in regard to that, but I think it will be an explanation of what 
we run into. 

Speaking of training, in my 3 years in the Bureau, I have not run 
into that problem as yet. We do run into a situation that is reflected 
in the bill where there is a change of assignment of units within a 
city or town so that an armory may be required to be larger at which 
time we come to you for a request for increased authorization and 
funds as we did with the Dallas Armory which was mentioned in 
yesterday’s testimony. 

Mr. Wampter. The original construction, when the Navy started 
on the quonset hut type, we had one contractor who actually bid on 
approximately nine of these units at once, and then he bid on them 
with the assumption that he would take it on the original bid, and 
then the supplementary building that he did afterward would be the 
cream of the bidding in on the contract, was what I was getting at. 

Colonel Krsier. No, sir; we do not run into that problem. 

Mr. Wampter. Is there any such consideration given when a con- 
tract is let particularly as to the obligations of any one contractor 
taking on many structures at once that would actually be a handicap 
to his completing his patricular buildings on a given schedule or 
such? Do you run into that problem? 

Were they awarded say to one contractor who has many structures 
going in different cities at once ? 

Colonel Kiser. In our situation on armories, sir, we are required 
by statute to have that type of problem managed by the States, writ- 
ten into the law as pertains to the Army National Guard is the provi- 
sion that the construction will be a State contract and supervised by 
the States. 

So that it becomes their problem to see to it that the particular con- 
tractor is not overcommitting himself as far as his capabilities of per- 
forming work, although we do review the contract in Washington 
here to assure ourselves that the provisions of Federal law are fol- 
lowed out. 

Mr. Wampter. Thank you. 
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Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman, one other question. 
I believe the previous testimony, maybe last year, I got, the impres- 
sion that these armories are built, priority given by the State. 

Colonel Kiser. Yes, sir; within a State. 

Mr. Winsteap. Submitted by each State. 

If you can’t go the full distance, you take them according to priority, 
as submitted by the State on the whole? 

Colonel Krister. For your information, Mr. Winstead, this book 
here lists the projects that the States have submitted to us in their 
order of priority, and we follow that to the maximum extent; where 
a project does not meet the Federal criteria specifically, we will move 
down to the next in priority after we have notified the State that that 
is what has serene 

Mr. Winsteap. But on the whole, we build them according to the 
priority given by each State as submitted here ? 

Colonel Krster. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that done, is the reason you do that, is that a pro- 
vision of law, or a criteria set up by you? 

Colonel Krsuer. It is a courtesy to the States, sir. We follow that 
procedure. 

Mr. Rivers. It is something that you designed as a courtesy to the 
States ? 

Colonel Krister. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You follow that implicitly ? 

Colonel Kreier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Any other questions by any member of the committee 
before we get on nonarmory type? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, Mr. Slatinshek. 

This isa nonarmory type. 

What isanonarmory type? Explain what that is. 

Colonel Krister. Nonarmory type—and I am not saying this 
facetiously, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. I am not either. That “do it yourself’? 

Colonel Krister. It covers everything in our field, except a specific 
building provided to the units in which they perform their normal 
drills throughout the year. It includes such things as warehouses, 
maintenance facilities, shop hangars, field training sites, rifle ranges. 

Mr. SuatrnsHek. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. These are parts of the armory ? 

Colonel Kieter. The ones we are going into, sir, are not. 

Mr. SiatrnsHEK. Could I elaborate on that? 

Isn’t this the situation? These are requirements that in fact have 
been generated by the Defense Department or by the Army and are 
facilities that the State would not ordinarily build, and consequently 
they are financed entirely by the Army National Guard in this case; 
is that correct ? 

Colonel Kister. Yes; I would say you are oversimplifying the 
situation. 

Mr. SuatinsHek. That is oversimplifying the situation. 

Mr. Rivers. Take this large one here, in Mississippi. That is at 
Camp Shelby. What is that? 
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Colonel Krister. That is to provide messhalls and the training for 
the summer field camp. 

Mr. Rivers. That is where they go to summer field camp? 

Colonel Kisier. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that a place where they hold maneuvers in that 
area ? 

Colonel Kister. Yes, maneuvers have been held there in the past. 

Mr. Rivers. The same thing for Fort Stewart, Ga. ? 

Colonel Krister. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Or this place out in Montana? 

Colonel Kister. Those are all the sites where the National Guard 
from the State or States surrounding it go for their 15-day annual 
active duty for training. 

Mr. Rivers. In all the United States, you only have six? 

Colonel Kister. No sir, there are more than that, but these are the 
ones ; 

Mr. Rivers. I mean that needs work done on them ? 

Colonel Kinter. Oh, yes, sir, there are more than that. 

Mr. Rivers. Why don’t you put them in the bill? 

Colonel Kipier. Sir, there is a limit as to how far we can go in the 
dollars we have set up. 

Mr. Rivers. This looks to me like you are not letting them know 
you are still thinking about them. That isn’t fair, do you think? 

Colonel Kister. I think I understand what you mean, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I think it is fair to state here, Mr. Chairman, 
some of these camps are already fully equipped to fill the billet that 
has been assigned them. 

Colonel Kister. We are attempting, Mr. Van Zandt, to hit the 
ones we consider have the greatest need. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. That is right. 

Take at Indiantown Gap, Pa., or upstate New York, the facilities 
there are fairly good. 

Colonel Krister. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. In response to my inquiry and in response to Mr. Van 
Zandt, the rest of them that you don’t have in here, are they all in 
pretty good shape, that you don’t need a little bit of work done to 
them ? 

Colonel Kister. They all have some work that is needed, sir. 

As I said to Mr. Van Zandt, we have tried to pick those which we 
consider have the greatest need at the moment, and in which we feel, 
with the dollars we can put into that type of thing will do the most 

ood. 
: Mr. Rivers. You could use much more than this, though, couldn’t 
ou? 

Colonel Kreter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. If you had your way, how many more would you have, 
50 or 752 

Colonel Kister. I don’t believe there are that many involved, but 
these facilities here, Mr. Chairman, are increments of what will be- 
come from year to year—at Fort Stewart, in 1958, you saw fit to 
authorize the first increment of construction. The same way at Camp 
Shelby. Now we are moving, in addition to Camp Shelby and Fort 
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Stewart, to Camp Ripley in Minnesota, and to the small camp at 
Fort Harrison, Helena, Mont. 

Mr. Rivers. Where is Fort Stewart ? 

Colonel Krister. Outside of Savannah, Ga. 

Mr. Rivers. What area does that cover ? 

Colonel Kisier. We bring troops in there from all of the 3d Army, 
and this next summer there will be some coming in from the 2d Army. 

Mr. Rivers. 2d Army ? 

Colonel Kuster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is strictly a National Guard ? 

Colonel Kisier. No, sir. We are only occupying a portion of a 
Regular Army Establishment there, sir, but we have a portion which 
is set aside for our use, in which we are providing these facilities 
which are not there as available to us. 

Mr. Rivers. Is Fort Stewart a permanent installation ? 

Colonel Kister. Yes, sir; it is. ; 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Isn’t it true, also, each of these camps is a potential 
member mobilization center in the event of an emergency ? 

Colonel Krister. That is right, sir. All of them were occupied dur- 
ing World War IT, in one degree or another. 

Mr. Rivers. That finishes the armories. 

Any other questions on the armory ? 

Thank you, Colonel. 

You have been very responsive to our inquiry. 

Furnish those lists for us. 

Colonel Krster. We will do so. 

Mr. Rivers. The committee is very pleased now to take up the Air 
Force, in keeping with our announcement yesterday, the Air National 
Guard. 

Mr. Winsteap. What page ? 

Mr. Rivers. What page is that ? 

It starts at 

Mr. SLaTINSHER. Page 59. 

Mr. Rivers. We have got our old friend, General Wilson. 

General Wilson, before you smile us out of all your projects, you 
don’t have many ; do you? 

General Witson. No, sir; not many this year, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Did you work yourself out of business last year, like 
the witness preceding you? 

General Wirson. No, sir; I wouldn’t say worked ourselves out of 
business, but this year is an unusually small year for construction, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, have you given your name to the reporter ? 





AIR GUARD 


General Wirson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Slatinshek, are you ready ? 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

General Wilson has a prepared statement, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, General. 

General Wirson. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I 
would like to thank you for the opportunity to discuss the fiscal year 
1961 Air National Guard construction authorization program. In 
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order to acquaint you with our operation, however, I will first discuss 
our progress to date and then tell you of our plans for the future. 

The Air National Guard construction program provides facilities 
which support the operating programs established by Headquarters, 
U.S. Air Force. If possible, our facility needs are met by utilizing 
available military facilities. Where this is not possible, we must 
either lease or construct new facilities. Our aim has been to develop 
compact, economical, operating plants which will give us a maximum 
return in training for every tax dollar spent. e think we have 
succeeded in this endeavor. 

I have a few charts, Mr. Chairman, I thought you might be 
interested in. 

This is a photograph of the guard facilities at Louisville, Ky., and 
will serve to acquaint you with the typical complex we have stand- 
ardized on where existing facilities are not available. This particu- 
lar base has been under construction for the past 4 years and will be 
finished upon completion of the building you can see in the back- 
ground. The facilities include ramp space; a hangar; crash and 
structural fire station; supply and issue building; motor vehicle shop 
and parking area; paint, oil, and dope storage buildings; fuel stor- 
age; operations and training building; private vehicle parking area; 
and the necessary roads and utilities. This represents an investment 
of about $3 million and, we feel, is an excellent compromise between 
cost, effectiveness, and efficiency. 

Mr. Rivers. This is a typical one? 

General Wixson. Yes, sir; this is typical. These are constructed 
under the standard plans and specifications for air guard facilities. 

Mr. Rivers. It is built in increments? 

General Witson. Yes, sir; it is built in increments based on our 
requirements. 

Mrs. St. Grorcr. Could I ask General Wilson about the cost? 

General Witson. That is what I am getting at next. 

This represents an investment of about $3 million, and we feel is an 
excellent compromise between cost, effectiveness, and efficiency. 

Mr. Morris. Is that actual construction or is that just a plan? 

General Witson. This is an actual photograph of the construction. 

This has been in the past 3-year authorizations. 

Mr. Morris. All right. 
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CHart No. 2.—Present facilities 


A. Flying bases: 
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138 joint use (Navy, Air Force, and Reserve). 
FLYING BASES 


General Witson. We are currently operating 94 flying bases. As 
you can see from this chart, they are located on municipal fields, 
State fields, Air Force bases, private fields, and Navy bases. Thirty- 
eight of the ninety-four bases are in joint use with Navy, Air Force, 
Air Force Reserve units, and other Federal agencies. The others, with 
the exception of two (Glenn L. Martin and Congaree) are jointly used 
with civil agencies. Our missions range from cargo to fighter-inter- 
ceptor with the corresponding aircraft types, This, of course, means 
our facilities must be versatile and capable of supporting a wide 
variety of equipment. 

Mr. Rivers. I thought in my part of the world it was strictly Na- 
tional Guard. 

General Wuson. It is strictly National Guard; the other, I mean 
like civil airports, with the FAA and the National Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. They are not used by civil aircraft ? 

General Witson. With the exception of two. They are the only 
two that are not, one at Martin and one at Congaree. That is strictly 
an Air National Guard operation. 

Under the present program, we support 42 non-flying bases to 
house aircraft control and warning units, radio relay units, and vari- 
ous other communications units. Two more aircraft control and 
warning sites are under construction in Hawaii. 


AIR NATIONAL GUARD PROGRESS 


CuHart No. 3.—Summary 
Completed and in progress through— 
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Since fiscal year 1947, the Air National Guard has spent $230 mil- 
lion for construction. Through fiscal year 1959, our obligation rate 
averages 97.44 percent, which, I think you will agree, is an excellent 
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record. As you can see, the construction rate has been relatively 
stable through fiscal year 1960. Several years ago, we estimated that 
the basic facilities at all of our bases on the then established program 
could be modernized by 1963 at a cost of $276 million. Due to 
changes in programs and increases in construction costs, our now 
projected program has increased to a planned $292 million. It will 
therefore be necessary to extend our goal to 1964 and beyond in order 
to maintain realistic yearly construction programs in the neighbor- 
hood of $15 million. Completion of this program will insure that 
each ANG unit has modern, well equipped facilities with which to 
perform its mission. As depicted here for the period 1961 through 
1964, we will require construction costing approximately $62 million 
to meet known requirements. This construction will include runway 
extensions and aprons for late model, high-performance aircraft, in- 
stallation of aircraft arresting barriers, replacement of World War II 
temporary construction, maintenance facilities, such as hangars and 
jet engine maintenance shops, and combined administrative-training 
buildings. 

In summary, we have spent $230 million through 1960 in accomp- 
lishing our phased modernization program. We are budgeted for 
$7 million for fiscal year 1961 and will have further requirements as 
dictated by the Air Sones. Like the regular establishment, our pro- 
gram is subject to changes in missions and equipment which generates 
revised construction and funding requirements emphasized by our 
recent conversion to F—104’s and C-97’s. For this reason, it is im- 
portant that we maintain a current appraisal of our missions and 
essential support. The program before you was developed on this 
basis and concept. 

If you have any questions concerning this or any other feature of 
our activity, I am at your service. 

Mr. Rivers. General Wilson, I just have one question. 

As you phase these 104’s into the bases which you have selected, 
would that require any extension of runways, or was that taken into 
consideration 4 

General Witson. Yes, sir. 

In other words, for example, let’s take Congaree. We have com- 
pleted our 8,000 feet of runway there at the present time. We asked 
for stabilization, and there is some work to be done on the base that 
ties in with this construction program, with the conversion. 

Mr. Rivers. That was part of the last hearing ? 

General Witson. That is correct, sir, but it was in phase as to when 
we expected to convert to later models. The only difference in Con- 
garee, we are going to 104’s instead of 102’s. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. General, on page 2, you say we are currently oper- 
ating 94 bases. 

Is this an increase over fiscal 1960 ? 

General Wirson. That is correct—no, sir; that is the same. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Fiscal 1959? 

General Witson , That is the same. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Under non-flying bases, I notice here aircraft con- 
trol and warning. 

Are you operating those facilities completely ? 
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General Witson. We have four, sir; four sites in the Air National 
Guard operating on a 24-hour basis, and are tied into the Air Defense 
Command. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Where are those located ? 

General Wiison. There are two in Honolulu, which papracee the 
sole radar coverage for the Hawaiian Islands. One in Salt Lake City, 
and Denver, Colo, that fills a gap in the air defense G.C.I. radar 
coverage of the United States, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. How many officers and men do you keep on duty 
around the clock ? 

General Witson. We run—to do this job 24 hours a day, 7 days a 
week, it costs us 66 more technicians—they are civilian employees— 
than it would normally if we were just on a training status. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. You skeletonized the facilities ¢ 

General Wiison. Yes, sir. 

What we do, we take the operation portion of the T.O. & N.E., that 
is, the scope operators, the radar controllers, and so forth, and put 
them on duty. 

The maintenance personnel are skeletonized just to maintain that 
equipment. 

The administration is done by the units on the weekend training, 
where they are not there full time, by the part-timers. Then the part- 
timers come in and relieve some of the permanent parties on the 
weekends, on holidays, and on drill status. So that they get a break. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is this arrangement satisfactory ? 

General Wison. It is working very fine. In fact, I had some re- 
ports recently from Air Defense Command on tactical evaluation of 
these units, and they stand right along with the top in the Air Defense 
Command. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Is it possible you may expand this program ? 

General Witson. That is being looked into, sir, as one of the ways 
that the guard could help out in meeting the overall problem. 

Mr. Rivers. When you say Air Defense Command—excuse me— 
do you mean CONAD # 

neral Witson. No, sir, this is the Air Defense Command at Colo- 
rado Springs. 

Mr. Rivers. Where are your headquarters located ? 

General Witson. My headquarters are located—the National Guard 
Bureau is right in the Pentagon, sir, in which the assistant for the 
Air National Guard is a part of the National Guard Bureau. 

Mr. Rivers. What do you have out at Andrews ? 

General Witson. A wing headquarters and one squadron. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what? 

General Wirson. That is a part of the District of Columbia Air 
National Guard training unit. It is not part of my headquarters, as 
such. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that in this program ? 

General Witson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I mean the implementation of this for this modernizing ? 

General Wiison. Yes, sir;:in fact, they are scheduled to go to F-100 
aircraft some time later on this year, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. How nearly completed is that ? 
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The reason I ask that is I would like the committee to see one of 
these. 

General Witson. Our facility at Andrews is complete, and I would 
love to take the committee out any time they would like to go to look 
at a complete, modern facility of the Air Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. It would give us a pretty good idea of what we can 
— from that picture you showed us. 

reneral Witson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Would that be the prototype of that ? 

General Wiison. Yes, sir; it is the same thing we have there. It is 
a little different arrangement, depending on the Gil area. 

Mr. Rivers. How large is the parking area ? 

General Wirson. I have 47,000 square yards. 

Mr. Rivers. 47,000? 

General Witson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. How many acres is that ? 

General Witson. We usually have between 30 and 40 acres total 
for our total facility, which includes our supply, administration 
building, hangar, parking apron, automobile parking, and so forth, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. So you have 40 acres? 

P General Witson. Normally, it takes 40 acres to put the entire guard 
acility on. 

Bers Tarvane: We are familiar with that, because after the War Be- 
tween the States, we used to think of 40 acres and a mule. Do you 
remember that ? 

General Witson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. General, last year I asked the question of you as 
to what progress is being made to take some of your Air National 
Guard and Air Force Reserve pilots out of the airplane and put them 
over into missile installations. I think at that time you said you 
were training crews for the Bomare missile. 

General Wirson. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Are you still training? 

General Wirson. No, sir; that program has not materialized, Mr. 
Van Zandt, due to the change that took place last year. As you 
remember, on the new master defense program, they cut the Bomarc 
program by about 50 percent—and it is presently under study. I 
personally think when this is all resolved, the Bomarc and the other 
air defense missile, we will be in it; yes, sir. But right now that 
program is not in our program as an item, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Is there anything in the making here that would 
lead us to believe that the mission of the Air National Guard and 
the Air Force Reserves from a flying standpoint is gradually moving 
over into the missile field ? 

General Wirson. No, sir; I would not say any tangible reasons, 
sir. Right now, as you know, we just converted, it has been in the 
papers quite lately—we converted six of our low priority squadrons 
to air transport, with C-97 aircraft. 

Mr. Rivers. That was just done, wasn’t it? 

General Witson. Just done. In fact, the crews right now are still 
in training. They will be located in five different locations across 
the United States. 
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Mr. VAN Zanpr. Outside of yee air transport, the interceptors and 
fighters are all jets, aren’t they ‘ 

General Witson. Yes, sir; except the 10 squadrons we have now 
with this 6 we have will be support squadrons. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Did you read in the paper here the last few days about 
the change in CONAC? 

General Wixson. Yes, sir; I am familiar with that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Is there any such idea going on in the guard? 

General Wi.son. Well, sir, as you know, by law, the National 
Guard Bureau is responsible for the administrative, logistical sup- 
port, materiel, personnel, all angles pertaining—all facets of the 
guard program, except that which is reserved to the Air Force, and 
that is the supervision of training and the inspection. 

Since 1947, I think it was about that time, that responsibility as 
far as the Air Guard is concerned has been given to Continental Air 
Command, which has been at Mitchell Fietd. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

General Witson. The guard has progressed real well under that 
program, 

As you know, ali of our units, especially since 1953, have now been 
assigned to a gaining command concept, where the units in case of 
an emergency know just exactly where they are going. 

In other words, they are going with ADC, or they are going to be 
working with MATS. These people have been working very closely, 
and in the past 4 years, has been the first time to my knowledge that 
any Reserve forces unit has ever pitched in and helped the active Air 
Force meet day to day commitments, using training dollars to help 
out in meeting the Air Force’s requirements, such as the A.C. & W., or 
the runway alert programs that we are on, or the “Swift-lift” that 
the Air Force Reserve is on. 

There has been quite a bit of contention in the guard program in 
support of such a change. I can frankly admit to the fact that many 
guard commanders felt they should go to the gaining command, and 
the gaining command should perform the supervision of training and 
the inspection rather than CONAC. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, now, does this alteration of the overall mission 
of CONAC affect your overall mobilization or training? 

General Witson. No, sir. 'There is no change there. The only dif- 
ference I can see in the plan—and don’t get me wrong, the plan with 
CONAC worked very satisfactorily as long as we were there. 

Since the Air Force decided we wanted to change it, instead of 
dealing with CONAC, I will be dealing with the Tactical Air Com- 
mand, the Air Material Command, MATS, and the Air Defense Com- 
mand for those units that are assigned the guard. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Witson. I think they will perform, and since we are work- 
ing real close, I think it was the position of the Air Staff that since 
we have some capability in peacetime as well as wartime, they should 
have these units working directly for the major command. 

Mr. Rivers. In March some time you will have about a 20,000 re- 
quirement of airlift at Puerto Rico? 

General Witson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What do you call that ? 
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‘General Witson. I have forgotten the code name for that. 
Mr. Rivers. Operation 
General Witson. Operation—— 
Mr. Rivers. Does somebody here know ¢ 
Anyway, it is coming off. Are you going to get in that show? 
General Wixson. No, sir, we will not be in that show for the simple 
reason that we haven’t been in the airlift business long enough to have 
our crews trained adequately to get in that, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The only business you are in is attacking, is that right? 

General Wizson. That is right. These six squadrons are the only 
squadrons we have in MATS, either the guard or the Reserve. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. General, in the case of your Air National Guard, 
or Air Force Reserve, say, interceptors or fighters, are they on con- 
stant alert? 

General Witson. We have 22 squadrons, Mr. Van Zandt, that are 
located strategically at the request of the Air Defense Command 
where we have crews that are standing, they are available on 5- 
minute alert. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. To be at the head of the strip ready to take off? 

General Witson. Yes, sir. Six of those units work 24 hours a day. 
The balance of them are on from daylight to dark. They are there 
located at the request of the Air Defense Command to help fill in 
certain gaps. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Do they have the Butler-type hangars? 

General Wiutson. No, sir. I would say that we are using our facili- 
ties. Sometimes we don’t have exactly the alert hangars that Air 
Defense Command has, but we use what is available. Some of them— 
we have made some makeshift ones, but so far the mission has run 
real good, and we have had very wonderful success with it. 

Mr. Rivers. What is your report on morale ? 

General Wuson. I think it is higher in the guard than it has ever 
been. I think things like this last year at William Tell, where we 
entered a team in the overall Air Force weapon meet—we took second 
place. We missed first by 100 points, which is about 1 foot. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that because of this committee, or in spite of this 
committee ¢ 

General Witson. No, sir. I think this committee has had an awful 
lot to do with it, because to have good units, you’ve got to have good 
facilities. You can’t bring a guy out and train him in a barn, 
cause he doesn’t want to come. He is proud of good facilities. The 
facilities are good. 

When he comes out there he is proud of them; he brings his family 
out, his wife, and this becomes kind of a second home to him. If you 
give him good facilities, you’ve got good units. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s get down to the lines, Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. On page 59, line 16, Barnes Municipal Airport, 
Westfield, Mass. Operational facilities, $675,000. 

(The justification is as follows:) 





BARNES MUNICIPAL AIRPORT, MASS. 


Runway, prim/instrument, $675,000 


The established requirement for Army National Guard fighter bases is 9,000 
feet. This item will lengthen the existing 7,000-foot, runway by 2,000 feet to the 
desired length. 
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Mr. Rivers. Is that a typical installation ? 

General Witson. This is typical. We are extending the runway 
from 7,000 to 9,000 feet, which is our optimum for Century series 
aircraft. 

Barnes will be converted in 1960 to F—100’s, which means [ have got 
to get my construction done in 1961 so they will be ready when the 
equipment is ready. 

Mr. Rivers. What will Barnes cost when it is completed, around $3 
million ? 

General Witson. Yes, sir; they run around $3 million. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a typical installation ? 

General Wirson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rrvers. The next one. 

Mr. StatinsHEK. That item was $675,000. 

Line 18, Congaree Airbase, Columbia, S.C.: Operational facilities, 
$432,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


CONGAREE AIRBASE, S8.C. 
Runway overrun, $163,000 

There is an established requirement for graded and stabilized overruns for all 
jet fighter bases. These overruns are required as safety measures to protect per- 
sonnel and expensive aircraft if engagement of the runway barriers become 
necessary. 

Apron, operational, $144,000 

Existing apron is too narrow to permit parking of two lines of aircraft and as 
a result the apron cannot be used to its full potential. The proposal is to widen 
the apron by 50 feet for the full length which will permit proper utilization of 
available area, and to overlay a-portion of the existing apron. 

Control tower, $125,000 

The building now being used for a tower only has a view toward the front and 
to the left. The view toward the right is restricted by other base installations 
which obscure the end of the runway and its approach. The view toward the 
rear is obstructed by the hangar since the tower structure is lower than the 
hangar. Due to the congestion in air traffic in this area, continued operation 
from the present tower invites a potential air accident. 

Mr. Rivers. Is this a typical one? 

General Wimson. No, sir. Congaree is a World War IT facifity. 
What we have done there, so far, we have been kept in excellent shape 
and excellent condition. We have had to build some facilities. 

As you see in this, we are building a control tower, which is one of 
the shortages that they have for proper control of jet aircraft. 

We are increasing the operation, the apron to meet the requirements 
for the F-104’s, or F—100’s that are going in there. 

Mr. Rivers. How much will you spend there? 

General Witson. We are planning to spend at Congaree, $432,000. 

Mr. Rivers. I mean, that completes your construction ? 

General Wirson. No, sir; we will have spent, when we get through 
with this, about $1,400,000, Congressman. 

Mr. Rivers. This is not in my district. One of the Congressmen 
said he didn’t feel we could get any in our district. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. After you get MATS and the Navy Yard in his 
district, there is no space left. 

Mr. Rivers. I try not to be provincial. We are always glad to get 
any crumbs you give us. 
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Fort Smith Municipal Airport. 

Mr. SratinsHex. Line 20, Fort Smith Municipal Airport, Fort 
Smith, Ark.: Operational facilities, $164,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Fort SMITH, ARK. 

Runway overruns, $164,000 

There is an established requirement for graded and stabilized overruns at all 
Air National Guard fighter bases. These overruns provide a runout area should 
barrier engagement become necessary. 

General Wirson. This is for putting in the runs necessary for the 
operation of the jets, the F84-F. 

Mr. SiatTInsHEK. Line 22, Foss Field, Sioux Falls, S. Dak.: Opera- 
tional facilities, $675,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Foss Frerp, 8. Dak. 


Runway, primary instrument, $675,000 

Present primary runway of 7,100 feet is insufficient to permit safe flying opera- 
tions during the summer months. Extension to 9,000 feet will alleviate this con- 
dition and permit F-89 operation the year around with full military load. The 
extra length will also provide a greater margin of safety if a takeoff must be 
aborted for mechanical reasons. 

General Wiuson. Here, again, we are extending the runway to 9,000 
feet, which is our optimum for operation of modern jet aircraft. 

Mr. Rivers. This 1s a typical—— 

General Witson. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Weare going to 9,000 feet, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. Page 60, line 1, Hickam Air Force Base, Hono- 
lulu, Hawaii: Operational facilities, $604,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


HickaM Arr Force Base, HAWAII 


Taxiway, runway access, $604,000 

This taxiway will connect the new Air National Guard operational apron with 
the existing runway-taxiway system. It is designed to coincide with the new 
jet runway and taxiway so that none of the paved surface will be wasted when 
the new runway is constructed. 

General Wuson. This is a phase construction. We have started 
the hangar and so forth, and we now connect the hangar with the 
taxiway and the apron necessary to make the facilities, so when we 
get through with our construction this year we will come out with a 
package altogether. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Line 3, Hutchinson Naval Air Station, Hutchin- 
son, Kans. : Operational facilities, $1,389,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


HUTCHINSON NAVAL Arr STATION, KANS. 


(a) Apron, operational (rehabilitation) , $720,000 

The existing apron is 6 inches thick and is extensively cracked and broken. In 
its present condition, the apron cannot safely support loads imposed by aircraft 
assigned to the Air National Guard. It will be necessary to overlay or recon- 
struct 60,000 square yards of this apron to provide adequate apron space for the 
units aircraft. 
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(b) Runway, primary instrument (inches) , $669,000 

The existing runway is 6 inches thick and is extensively cracked and broken. 
In its present condition the runway cannot safely support loads imposed by 
the assigned aircraft. To accomplish the Air National Guard mission, it will be 
necessary to overlay or reconstruct a sufficient portion of this pavement to pro- 
vide an adequate runway. 

General Wirson. This is to rehabilitate an apron that is practi- 
cally falling apart and this is to rehabilitate the basic runway. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Hutchinson was out of commission for several 
years, wasn’t it? 

General Wirson. That is correct, sir. We moved in there 2 years 
ago, Mr. Van Zandt. We haven’t done anything at that base until 
now. 

Mr. Rivers. What will be required to bring that up to your 
standard ? 

General Wiison. The main thing we need in there is what we have 
here, a rehabilitation of the Navy apron that was there, and also con- 
necting it with the runway, sir. 

Mr. Puttery. Do you bring the runways to 9,000 feet ? 

General Wiison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Putrstn. Does that fill the job for you? 

General Witson. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Puirer. It will for the foreseeable future ? 

General Wirson. For the foreseeable future of the type of air- 
craft programed. 

Mr. Puisrn. What type of aircraft will you have for those fields 
where you have 9,000 feet runways? 

General Wirson. We are using the F—100, the F—102, the F-84-F, 
the F-84-6, the B-57, which is at Hutchinson, and so forth, all of 
them jets, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is for a reconnaissance job ? 

General Wiison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. On these 9,000-foot runways, is that a minimum for 
your Century ceilings ? 

General Wirson. That is a minimum for safety, and that has a 
safety built into it, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you use the drag chute on all of them ? 

General Wirson. You use the drag chute on most all of them. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Did you take over the Naval Air Station at 
Lincoln ? 

General Witson. We took over the Naval Reserve training facilities 
at Lincoln, that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Have you spent any money on it ? 

General Wirson. No, sir; we spent no money there, other than 
just normal maintenance. Most of the money that has been spent 
there has been on a service contract, for 25-75, sir. The facilities 
were excellent. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Brand new, as a matter of fact ? 

General Witson. In fact, we love the Navy. We took over five 
altogether of facilities from the Naval Reserve, which has cut our 
requirement on construction. 

Mr. Statinsuek. Line 5, Jackson Municipal Airport, J ackson, 
Miss.: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and supply fa- 
cilities, a total of $2,689,000. : 
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(The justification is as follows :) 


JACKSON MAP, MISSISSIPPI 


Hangar, Reserve forces, $657,000 

The 183d Aeromedical Transport Squadron is being assigned to Jackson 
MAP. No facilities for this squadron are available. It is necessary to con- 
struct this hangar to provide necessary aircraft maintenance, operational, and 
administrative facilities. 
Operations and training building, $996,000 

The 183d Aeromedical Transport Squadron is being assigned to Jackson 
MAP. No operations and training building exists. It is therefore necessary 
to construct 41,525 square feet of operation training space to provide for ad- 
ministrative and operational requirements of the squadron. 
Apron, operational, $583,000 

No operational apron exists at this base for use by the ANG. It is necessary 
to construct 40,500 square yards of aircraft parking space for use by the as- 
signed aircraft. 
Automotive maintenance shop, $83,000 

4,040 square feet of automotive maintenance shop space is the established ANG 
requirement for one squadron. There are no other facilities at this base which 
can be used for this purpose. 
Warehouse, base, $288,000 

No available warehouse space exists at Jackson MAP. In the accomplishment 
of ANG mission storage of aircraft parts, equipment, and supplies is necessary. 
Construction of the established 20,000 square feet of warehouse and storage 
space will meet this requirement. 
Crash truck station, $48,000 

The established requirement for this facility is 2,500 square feet. No facili- 
ties exist at this base which can be used for this purpose. 
Motor pool parking, $22,000 

The established requirement for this facility is 3,600 square yards. No facili- 
ties exist at this base which can be used for this purpose. 
Paint, oxygen, and dope storage, $9,000 

The established requirement for this facility is 600 square feet. No facilities 
exist at this base which can be used for this purpose. 
Motor fuel storage, $3,000 

The established requirement for this facility is a 4,000 gallon storage tank. 
No facilities exist at this base which can be used for this purpose. 


General Wirson. Mr. Chairman, this is a complete package facil- 
ity, as you say in the chart here, less the operation and _ training 
building, because they do not have a group or higher headquarters. 

For the past 5 years, now, the unit at Jackson, Miss., has been 
operating off of Hawkins Field, which has been condemned by the 
Airport Use Panel, and no money was allowed to be spent on the 


facility. 
The city now has built a new airport, moving out to, I think, east 
of town, I believe. 
Mr. Wrnsteap. East of town. , 
General Wixson. And we are now planning our p which we 


had planned for the other facility, but due to the c and closeness 
of housing and so forth, the airport itself was condemned, so we are 
moving out there. j ; : 

We spent nothing on Jackson except minor maintenance, just to 
keep us going until we could get the facilities. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What is the deal on the real estate? 
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General Wixtson. The real estate is coming at a nominal fee of $1 
a year, as far as the Guard is concerned. We have a 50-year lease for 
62 acres. 

Mr. Rivers. The next project. 

Mr. Suarinsuek. Line 8, Portland International Airport, Port- 
land, Oreg. : Operational facilities, $314,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


PorTLAND IAP, OREG. 


Apron, operational, $314,000 

The established requirement for ANG F-89 bases is 62,100 square yards. This 
addition will provide this minimum amount and insure adequate parking space 
for the unit’s aircraft. 

General Witson. This is an apron, Mr. Chairman. They have 
gone from a small jet to the F-89-J, and it is almost twice the size, 
and we require something over 60,000 square yards of ramp space for 
this type of an aircraft. We have 20-some-odd, now, and are adding 
some 40,000. 

Mr. Suatinsuek. Line 10, Springfield Municipal Airport, Spring- 
field, Ohio: Operational facilities, $164,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


SPRINGFIELD MAP, OHIO 


Runway, overruns, $164,000 

There is an established requirement for graded and stabilized overruns at all 
ANG fighter bases. These overruns provide a run-out area should barrier 
engagement become necessary. 

General Witson. This is a runway overrun to allow us to put our 
barrier up for protection of jet operations in case they run off the end 
of the runways. It is just an extension of the runway approximately 
1,000 feet, which is stabilization and so forth. 

Mr. Rivers. Just an overlap ? 

General Wutson. An overlap. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Do you use the barrier ? 

General Witson. We use the barrier if necessary. It is on the 
overlap. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. Line 12, Westchester County Municipal Airport, 
Westchester, N.Y.: Operational facilities, $120,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


WESTCHESTER Co. MAP, N.Y. 


Apron, overlay, $120,000 


The existing apron is asphaltic concrete which is subject to extensive damage 
by jet fuel spillage. Under a minor repair program in fiscal year 1959, a portion 
of the apron is being repaired and rehabilitated with an overlay of jet fuel 
resistant epoxy resin asphalt. The completion of epoxy resin asphalt overlay 
for the balance of the apron as proposed will permit full utilization of the apron. 


General Witson. This is an overlay of the existing apron. This 
was World War IT. It was broken up, and we had to repair it at 
this time. 

Mrs. St. Grorer. Where is that ? 

a General Wirson. That is in White Plains, just north of New York 
Jity. 
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Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Yes; I know. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that yours / 

Mrs. Sr. Grorcr. No; it isn’t mine, just across the road. 

Mr. Rivers. That takes care of all in your shop, General 

General Witson. Yes, sir; that is all I had planned. 

Mr. Rivers. As usual, General Wilson, you are very responsive and 
cooperative, and the committee always looks forward to having you. 
General Witson. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The next. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. General Vidal of the Air Force Reserve. 


AIR FORCE RESERVE 


Mr. Rivers. That is Vidal, isn’t it? 

General Vipau. Vidal. 

Mr. Rivers. Haven't you played a little football in your time? 

General Vipau. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I thought I had heard that name. 

General Vina. That was when the Navy was a little more docile. 

Mr. Rivers. You didn’t do so bad, General. 

You have a prepared statement, haven’t you? 

General VipaL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, General, give the reporter your name and 
everything. 

General Vina. Felix L. Vidal, Deputy for Air Force Reserve Af- 
fairs, Assistant Chief of Staff for Reserve Forces. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

General Vinat. It is a pleasure to again appear before you as 
Deputy for Air Force Reserve Affairs to discuss the Air Force Reserve 
military construction authorization program for fiscal year 1961, and 
further to discuss what has been accomplished as a result of your past 
support. 

The policies and objectives established for the Air Force Reserve 
have been tailored to make the Reserve capable of augmenting the 
active establishment during a national emergency. With a rapidly 
moving and constantly changing Active Force, the attainment of a 
dynamic Ready Reserve for augmentation is a difficult task. Pe- 
riodic reviews provide a means of evaluating the reserve program to 
insure a force structure designed to meet current war plans. Con- 
stant surveillance is maintained to insure that our programs reflect 
the latest military concepts. 

The Reserve unit structure is organized to serve in the event of 
mobilization and consists of flying and support forces, nonflying. The 
flying structure provides for 15 troop carrier wings, 45 troop carrier 
squadrons and 5 air rescue squadrons. 

I might point out there are 14 troop carrier wings equipped with 
the C-119 aircraft, and 1 wing equipped with the C-123. 

The five air rescue squadrons are equipped with the SA-16 type 
amphibian. 

General Vinau. The support forces, nonflying consists of 52 diverse 
type units to support certain specific mobilization requirements of the 
Active Force for communications air evacuation, air resupply and 
medical units. 
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Mr. Van Zanvr. What is this censorship unit ? 

General Vina. It is actually one squadron of a great many incre- 
ments scattered throughout the United States. They would operate 
as censorship units in time of emergency. They are composed mainly 
of officers and a few airmen, because of the nature of the work. 

They would censor both semiofficial and personal mail, I think if 
there is a time that we have such mail processed. 

Mr. Rivers. Highly classified ¢ 

General Vinat. That is right. 

The flying units numbering 50 squadrons are utilizing 37 installa- 
tions for training purposes. Thirty-five installations accommodate 
the 45 troop carrier squadrons and 4 of the 5 air rescue squadrons 
and 1 air rescue squadron has been located so as to utilize the facilities 
and services at an Air Force installation. In addition, we also utilize 
the Air National Guard installation at Boise, Idaho, for active duty 
training during the summer. 

The 52 support units, nonflying, have been dispersed throughout the 
country and located with other “Air Force Reserve and Regular Air 
Force units to achieve economy in operation by fully utilizing existing 
facilities and services to meet training requirements. 

In accordance with the policy of the Department of Defense to 
locate Reserve activities at regular Air Force, Army and Navy in- 
stallations, or other Government-owned facilities, within the limits of 
Reserve manning potential capability, our 37 flying installations are 
presently situated at 19 regular Air Force bases and 3 Navy installa- 
tions plus joint utilization with the Air National Guard at 9 of 15 
civil airports. 

In furtherance of the above policy, installation tel will take 
place this calendar year at the following metropolitan areas: (a) San 
Antonio, Tex. area: From Brooks Air For ce Base to Kelly ‘hie Force 
Base about June 1. The Brooks air strip will be closed for flying. 
However, the Brooks field installation will continue under the Air 
Service. 

Mr. Rivers. San Antonio? 

General Vipau. Kelly Field is about 4 air miles from Brooks. 

The Long Beach, Calif. area: From Long Beach Municipal Airport 
to March Air Force Base, Riverside, Calif. ., about October 1, and (c) 
Miami, Fla. area: From Miami International Airport to Homestead 
Air Force Base about December 1. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a very congested area, is it not? 

General Vinat. That is a very “congested airport in Miami. In fact 
the airport authority has agreed to pay half a million dollars to sup- 
port the move of the Air Force Reserve unit. from that location to 
Homestead Air Force Base. 

Mr. Rivers. What is at Homestead, B-47’s? 

General Vipat. B-47’s, yes, sir. 

The Air Force gives priority to the construction of facilities to sup- 
port the tactical capability of the troop carrier squadrons at 35 loca- 
tions. 

Facilities to be provided are limited to minimum operational type 
items such as hangars, aprons, warehouses, fire stations, auto shops, 
wash racks, operational and training space, and when fully substan- 
tiated, dormitories for weekend reservists. 
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As you remember last year, you approved the Willow Grove-Phila- 
delphia area, Milwaukee, and Muskogee, our first three. 

tandards developed by the Air Force for each of the above facili- 
ties have been approved by Office, Secretary of Defense. 

All of the 35 troop carrier locations are now in operation. Minimum 
qperenmnel type facility requirements at 20 locations have been met 
through a combination of new construction and/or joint use of Air 
Force facilities. At six locations, the units are utilizing substandard 
World War II type facilities. The remaining nine locations have 
ai! been provided all facilities desired. 

ie Rivers. You have quite a record with those 119’s, have you 
not 

General Vipau. We have an outstanding record with the 119’s. I 
think we have proven something; with a little loving care, an airplane 
can be utilized exceedingly well. This aircraft was not at all popu- 
lar with the Air Force. I think because of less in the way of flying 
hours per month per airplane, plus our technician program of stabi- 
lized maintenance, we have done so very well. We have exceeded the 
commission rate established in the active Air Force, and of course our 
flying safety rate is second to none. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the 123, is that not a 119 souped up? 

General Vinat. No, sir; that is a smaller airplane made by Fair- 
child also. 

Mr. Rivers. It is the same configuration ? 

General Vinat. It is a little more underslung, you might say. It 
has a shorter landing characteristic and a shorter takeoff. It is a 
smaller aircraft. 

Mr. Rivers. What are they powered by, Pratt & Whitney ? 

General Vina. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. What is your replacement ? 

General Vinau. Our future equipment would be approximately one 
more wing of C—123’s, which are more modern than the 119, and by 
policy we will inherit the 124A’s and the 130’s. The 124A’s will be 
coming out of the inventory faster than the 130. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the plane the Germans built at Luxemburg, 
like the 119? 

General Vinat. I think they are 119’s, are they not? 

Mr. Van Zanor. I think they are. 

General Vipau. They have another one I have seen that looks simi- 
lar until you look at it closer. It is sort of a copy of it. The Bel- 
gians have 119’s that. they operate. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

General Vinau. In addition to the unit program, we also have a 
requirement to train an additional augmentation force of reservists 
in the individual training program. Individual training is provided 
by (1) job proficency training, (2) special tours of duty, (3) school 
training, (4) correspondence courses, and (5) Air Reserve center 
training. 

There are 82 Air Reserve centers in being and all are located in the 
larger metropolitan areas of the country. Each center has several 
Reserve units assigned. These units are staffed by Reserve personnel 
who provide classroom training and supervise other types of training 
at hundreds of locations throughout the United States. 
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The program as presented today does not request authorization to 
construct facilities for the individual training program. The 82 
centers are utilizing permanent-type buildings and Government- 
owned and/or operated facilities. Where this is not feasible, commer- 
cially leased facilities have been acquired. Construction of future 
Air Reserve centers will be programed only when it is determined that 
such construction meets the best interest of the Government. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. General, at this is it not true there is a 
shakeup now in the Air Force Reserve ¢ 

General Vina. Not in the Air Force Reserve itself, but it would 
be in the supervisory structure of the Air Force Reserve. That would 
be Continental Air Command Organization. 

You are right in part, for with the concept that we have now we are 
hoping to form as many units from the individual training program 
as we feel there is a military requirement for in the so-called post- 
attack, residual mission area, such as emergency air base operations, 
base recovery and liaison with civil defense, all of which would give 
us an opportunity to use the reservists scattered throughout these 
areas in a program with a mission rather than just as replacements. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What was this about ? 

General Vipat. Twothings. Over the period of the last 18 months, 
we have been trying to establish a concept of mission for both the Air 
Force Reserve and the Air National Guard. The individual training 
program came in for the most criticism, as it is the more difficult to 
administer and caused quite a bit of brainstorming. We all desire to 
unitize, as we say, this program—in other words, give the reservist 
in Des Moines, Iowa, for example, a military mission to perform; it 
would be peacetime as well as emergency. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. This new mission that has been developed, is it a 
temporary one, or can you see it staying with us for a while? 

General Vina. We see it staying with us for quite some time, just 
as we do our airlift work, and tactical lift work with the Army. We 
feel that is very long range for our airlift units. That is why I men- 
tioned the four-engine aircraft which are programed for us. 

We feel quite possibly, what we are doing in this area of postattack 
and residual action is something that the Air Force could not do for 
itself. In other words, the base is liable to disappear. There is no 
reason to plan on the active forces being around to help recover. If 
you had someone located a distance away that could come in, fine. 

Mr. Rrvers. This plan to which Mr. Van Zandt has referred, that 
was not a change of the organic structure of the Reserve setup. 

General Vipau. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. Rivers. It was a change in CONAC? 

General Vipau. The change in CONAC, Mr. Rivers, would be the 
supervisory change for this, which is part of this whole package, 
ves, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It was not made with any counsel with the Reserve 
organizations, was it ? 

General Vipat. The change in mission concept which the Reserves 
agree to, and had agreement of their section 5 committee. The super- 
visory change—the supervisory structure change was something that 
the Reserve committee questioned and were pretty much deadlocked 
on at the time. 
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Mr. Rivers. So it was not a unanimous thing, it had considerable 
opposition to the overall program, did it not ? 

General Vipau. I sia not answer completely, I do not know. 

Mr. Rivers. You heard something about it, didn’t you? 

General Vina. Yes, sir. I have unofficially. 

Mr. Rivers. Didn’t the Reserve Officers Association take an excep- 
tion to it? 

General Vinat. My understanding was it was supposed to be a 
committee action which is to be rendered very shortly, as to their 
position, 

Mr. Van Zanor. Off the record. 

(Discussion was off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. On the record, 

Don’t you think it would have been a little better if you had let 
us know something about it up here on the Hill, those of us who have 
to look out for you, fight your battles, and give your authorization 
for your structures, and keep you in business? I mean it would have 
been a little bit more complimentary to us, would it not? 

General Vina. I think I would have to agree with you. 

Mr. Rivers. We do not know whether we are for you or not—taken 
into your confidence, when I say “you,” I mean a part of the Air Force. 

General Vipau. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. When we get into the posture of hearings we are going 
to have to have an explanation, but I think where I come from we 
always say a dog that can bring a bone can carry one. Since you 
brought us the message, you can take back to the people in your outfit 
we do not know whether we would be for or against it. We certainly 
feel that we ought to be consulted and considered and advised other 
than reading it in the daily press, if we are fortunate enough to pick 
up the paper which carried it. 

General Vina. I think you could gather from the release that this 
was a plan that was pretty much of a generalization, and our office, 
of which I am a member, is working to have a proper presentation for 
you, Mr. Rivers. I think it is to be in some 2 weeks, with as much 
detail and definite decision as we can arrive at that time. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Vinson did not even know anything about it until 
somebody told him, and he wrote about it, is that right, Mr. Slatin- 
shek ? 

Mr. Statrnsuek. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I am ’way down the list from Mr. Vinson, but he is 
generally regarded as a man who knows what he is doing. I think at 
least he ought to be kept advised. That was kept pretty much under 
wraps, was it not ? 

General Vina. Yes, sir. Both the concept as well as the supervisory 
concept were classified right up until I think this past Thursday. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Off the record. 

(Discussion was off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, General. 

You are down here to “Status of current funds,” are you not? 

General Vipau. Yes, sir. 

Four million dollars was appropriated this fiscal year for the con- 
struction of 17 operational line items at 11 flying locations. Of this 
amount $1,400,000 had been placed under contract by January 31, 
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1960, and the balance will be contracted for prior to the end of the 
fiscal year. 

We do not anticipate any trouble in this regard. 

The program being presented today requests an authorization of 
$4,590,000 to apply against deficiencies and provides for the construc- 
tion of 16 line items at 9 flying locations. 

Of the total amount requested, approximately $3 million is required 
for maintenance facilities at two locations. The maintenance facilities 
consist of one hangar each at Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Ga., 
and Dallas Naval Air Station, Dallas, Tex. 

Mr. Rivers. Marietta is where that 130 is built, is it not? 

General Vipat. Sir, I think that is right. It is, yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. General, in connection with joint utilization of 
Naval Air, how do you fit in there ? 

General Vinat. In the case of Dallas Naval Air, Mr. Van Zandt, the 
Air National Guard has facilities there, the U.S. Navy is actually the 
landlord. They have the major portion of the facilities. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Do they handle the control tower and so forth? 

General Vinau. Yes, sir, that is their base. We are situated in the 
north end, in the old Army Air Force end, and the operation is strictly 
out of World War II type facilities. 

We have a very demanding requirement for the maintenance 
facility. 

The construction of any facility there, of course, is coordinated with 
the Navy under this plan, the master plan. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. As I understand it, there is the National Guard, 
there isthe Navy Reserve, and the Air Force Reserve ? 

General Vipau. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Would each of them have their own messing 
facilities ? 

General Vipau. Sir, it is quite possible. I do not know about the 
Air National Guard, but I know the Navy has their own messing 
facilities and so does the Air Force Reserve, 

Mr. Rivers. The Navy has a big place in Marietta? 

General Vipau. Yes, sir; they are on the south side of the field. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. But the housekeeper is the Navy ? 

General Vina. That is true. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead for your future construction. 

General Vipau. Future construction requirements for our Reserve 
flying locations is estimated to be $20 million after fiscal year 1961. 
This amount will provide deficiency items required to complete the 
minimum operational facilities at all of our flying locations. 

Mr. Rivers. Will that be done in 1 year? 

General Vina. No, sir; that will be done in increments. Actually 
it is advisable right now. If we are fortunate enough to go into the 
four-engine equipment, this could change the facilities we now need 
for the smaller aircraft. We might end up with more apron and sac- 
rifice something else. We are in fairly good shape right now if we can 
continue to add to our minimum requirements. 

Mr. Rivers. When you get into the airlift, will you get into that in 
Puerto Rico? 

General Vinau. No, sir; we miss that. We will participate with 
about 500 aircraft and crews in the summer operation called Pine 
Cone 3 at Fort Bragg. We will be the large portion of that. 
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Mr. Rivers. That is the 101st Airborne? 

General Vina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Will you carry that back out to Little Rock ? 

General Vina. Incidentally, Mr. Rivers, we had quite a year with 
the Army. We made 50,000 troop drops during the first 9 months of 
calendar year 1959. 

Mr. Rivers. I wish it would be possible that you could have the 
committee to witness some of those things. I think it would be a nice 
thing, 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Do you mean drop them ? 

Mr. Rivers. We want to ride in the plane that you ride in. 

General Vinat. I would like to see that arr: anged, especially for this 
coming one, because it is going to be the largest Reserve effort that was 
ever made. 

Mr. Rivers. What will you ride in, General ? 

General Vipat. I do not know. It probably will not be in a C-119. 
Those will be pretty crowded with the Army. 

We do have a very fine working relationship with both airborne 
divisions. 

Mr. Rivers. Where will that be ? 

General Vinau. That will be, I understand, in August at Fort Bragg. 
We have a very good film on the last one that I wish you could have 
seen, I think maybe some of the members of the committee will see 
it. It is a very fine color film which was done on Pine Cone, too. 
We had roughly 150 aircraft and crews involved. 

Mr. Rivers. We saw something in New York last year. 

Mrs. Str. Grorce. Yes: we did. 

Mr. Rivers. We saw something at Mitchel Air Force Base. 

General Vinau. You were there in the spring, were you not, Mr. 
Rivers, right after the ROA Convention? I think you were there 
before this film came out. It isa very fine one. It does more than 
words to show you what these crews can do. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, sir. 

General Vmau. From 1951 through June 30, 1960, $81,400,000 will 
have been authorized for Air Force Reserve construction and $80,- 
800.000 anpropriated. We estimate that $79,900,000 will be obligated 
by the end of this fiscal year. 

In conclusion, gentlemen, I wish to express my personal satisfac- 
tion with the progress being made in the Reserve construction pro- 
gram. The Department of the Air Force believes that with the assist- 
ance that Congress and the Defense Department is giving us, our Air 
Force Reserve will be able to carry out their assigned 1-day mission 
in the same outstanding manner as they always have in the past during 
times of national need. 

Gentlemen, this concludes my presentation. I am ready to provide 
you with any further information you may desire. 

Mr. Rivers. That is very good. 

Again, I want to congratulate you on your efficiency and safety 
record. 

General Vmau. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Rrvers. I heard a lot about it. I think T mone for the whole 
committee. 

Let us get down to the line items. 








a ———rarror saa 





a —— 


























3391 


Mr. SiatrnsHeK. Page 60, line 15. 
Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 
Mr. SiatinsHeK. Bakalar Air Force Base, Columbus, Ind., opera- 
tional facilities, $237,000. 


RUNWAY OVERRUNS (ADDITION) 


Proposed appropriation, $162,000 

Runway 4-22, the instrument runway, is 5,025 feet long and lacks paved 
overruns. This project will provide 1,000 feet overruns on each end of runway, 
Existing graded and compacted overruns present a serious safety hazard par- 
ticularly during periods of rainfall. The overall runway length (5,025 feet) 
is too short to provide a “built-in” safety length for overruns or short touchdowns. 

Present condition is particularly dangerous for aircraft touching down “short” 
on landing. Loss of life and serious aircraft damage can result if this project 
is not provided. 

In addition to year-round Reserve training, up to 80 C-119’s operate at this 
field during summer training periods. 


FIRE STATION, COMBINATION REPLACEMENT 


Proposed appropriation, $75,000 

Project will provide minimum facility for combined fire and crash station 
in conformance with approved OSD criteria. 

At the present time the base is operating a split activity. Under the Air 
Reserve technician concept, minimum manning necessitates combined activity 
to conserve manpower. 

Present structural station (building T—69) contains two stalls. This building 
has been condemned and will be demolished as soon as possible. 

Existing line station (building T-88) is approximately 15-year-old TO building 
and is not restorable. 


Line 17, Bradley Field, Windsor Locks, Conn.: Maintenance facili- 
ties and troop housing, $150,000. 


SHOP, PARACHUTE, AND DINGHY, BASE (ADDITION ) 


Proposed appropriation, $80,000 

This facility will be constructed as an addition to the existing hangar lean-to 
as a deficient requirement. At Bradley the old type 39-01-52 hangar was con- 
structed less the parachute and dinghy shop facility. Later, in March 1956, the 
Department of Defense approved the standard Reserve troop carrier hangar 
39-01-73 which integrates the parachute and dinghy shop into the design. Ini- 
tial parachute packing, maintenance, and inspection functions were accomplished 
at Westover Air Force Base. However, a directive requiring the unit to store, 
inspect, and maintain 772 parachutes now makes it beyond the capability of 
the nearby Regular Air Force base to coutinue this operation for the Air Force 
Reserve. The Reserve unit has permanently employed parachute personnel 
under the Air Reserve technician. 


DORMITORY, AIRMEN 


Proposed appropriation, $70,000 

Project is required to provide weekend housing for reservists who travel more 
than 50 miles, or 2 hours, to attend training at Bradley Field. Air Force form 
161A, attached, lists those Reserve airmen presently assigned who must travel 
more than 50 miles. 

It must be borne in mind that this unit is at present only 45 percent manned. 
The percentage requiring housing will increase as recruiting operations further 
deplete local resources. 

In addition to listed airmen, project is also required for officers and aircrews. 

Project conforms to Reserve criteria as approved by OSD. 


Line 19, Dallas Naval Air Station, Dallas, Tex.: Maintenance fa- 
cilities and supply facilities, $1,999,000. 
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HANGAR RESERVE FORCES (DFRP) 


Proposed appropriation, $1,759,000 

Project replaces existing temporary structure erected in 1929 with a limited 
hangar floor area of 20,000 square feet, shop area of 7,400 square feet, door 
openings are 100 feet wide by 19 feet 6 inches high. Due to design and truss 
construction, hangar cannot be modified for mission aircraft (C-119). Inade- 
quacies of hangar require maintenance be performed on ramp. Restrictions 
imposed by this method and inherent delays have handicapped efficiency of 
Reserve mission, as well as subjecting equipment to elements. Existing hangar 
violates runway clearance criteria and under Navy’s redevelopment plan, hangar 
to be removed for aircraft parking apron. Deferment will seriously hamper 
mission accomplishment and preclude elimination of clearance violations in 
present maintenance area. Project conforms to Reserve criteria. 


STORAGE, BASE, PYROTECHNICS 
Proposed appropriation, $7,000 
Construction is required to provide storage for pyrotechnics, ammunition, 
and smoke grenades. 
Presently, there are no facilities on the base which will meet the minimum re- 
quirements as set forth for the storage of this type ammunition and explosives. 
If construction is not acquired an unacceptable handicap to operational effi- 


ciency and mission accomplishment will exist and the Reserve training program 
will be adversely affected. 


WAREHOUSE, SUPPLY, AND EQUIPMENT, BASE (DFRP) 


Proposed appropriation, $233,000 

Project to replace existing warehouses which consist of five temporary metal 
buildings with a total area of 16,960 square feet. The Navy’s redevelopment 
requires that all existing warehouse buildings be removed for phased construc- 
tion of the vitally needed hangar and aircraft apron. Relocation and rehabili- 
tation of the existing warehouses is not economically feasible nor would it 
fulfill requirements. 

Deferral of this project will affect the progress of the Navy’s redevelopment 
plans and will adversely impair the training mission and efficiency of operations. 

Storage of supplies and equipment in dispersed locations as under existing 
operations requires additional personnel and reduces efficiency of operations. 

Project conforms to Reserve criteria as approved by OSD. 


Mr. Rivers. We have already discussed Dallas, have we not ? 

General Vipar. Yes, sir, we mentioned that. 

I might say that the first item there, the runway overruns which 
extends our instrument runway, the requirement Bakalar is a sum- 
mer camp training base, also. It takes up to 80 of our C-119 aircraft. 

Tt also includes a fire station at Bakala. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. SuatrnsuexK. Line 21, Davis Field, Muskogee, Okla., supply 
facilities and utilities, $28,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


STORAGE, BASE, PYROTECHNICS 


Proposed appropriations, $8,000 

Three-bay storage facility is required to provide minimum safe storage for 
small arms ammunition, pyrotechnics, and smoke grenades. One bay is required 
for each of the preceding. 

Pyrotechnics are required for liferafts, survival kits, and formation signaling. 
They must be available at all times. Smoke grenades are required for survival 
purposes as well as during drop exercises. Small arms storage is required to 
support USAF small arms training program. 

No facilities exist which can meet this requirement. If not provided only 
resort will be to use outside storage or store in buildings in violation of safety 
criteria and principles. 
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ROAD (ADDITIONS) 


Proposed appropriation, $20,000 

Project is required to provide a service road to the auto shop and warehouse 
presently under construction. Existing roads in this area are temporary type, 
badly deteriorated and impassible in wet weather. Project conforms to the 
master plan and will provide adequate access at minimum cost to aforementioned 
facilities and the weekend housing included in fiscal year 1960 MCP-Reserve. 

If project is not approved access to above facilities will be adversely affected 
and at times impossible. Data reported in paragraph III-2, is based upon actual 
construction requirements in accordance with the master plan. 


Line 23, Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Ga., maintenance facili- 
ties, $1,268,000. 
(The justification follows :) 


HANGAR, RESERVE FORCES (RPMT) 


Proposed appropriation, $1,268,000 

Required for aircraft maintenance and training facilities for 16 C—123 air- 
craft assigned to the Reserve Troop Carrier Squadron. Hangers listed above 
are unusable since they cannot physically accommodate assigned aircraft, be- 
eause of their truss clearances and widths, nor can they be modified for these air- 
craft. In addition, shop facilities are deficient. If project is not provided main- 
tenance will be performed on the apron and in temporary shelter subject to 
weather and excessive use of manpower. When vacated, existing facilities will 
be utilized for warehousing to support ADC buildup of its mission at this 
base which imposes a serious overload on the limited existing facilities. This 
project is essential to meet training requirements. 


General Vipau. I might say on that, Mr. Chairman, at Dobbins, this 
would be the only hangar we have. We have a small one there now. 
In other words, there is no facility. This would be an original 
facility. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a joint use, too? 

General Vipat. With the Navy Air Reserve and the Air Defense 
Command, and the Air National Guard. 

Mr. StatinsHek. Line 1, on page 61, Ellington Air Force Base, 
Genoa, Tex., operational facilities, $534,000. 

(The justification follows :) 


AIRFIELD PAVEMENTS (STBN) 


Proposed appropriation, $543,000 

Existing pavements were constructed in 1941-42 for light duty aircraft with 
a training mission. The critical aircraft assigned to this base (including summer 
training) at present are C-—119’s, which require pavement designed to 25,000- 
pound single wheel load. The fiscal year 1960 military construction program in- 
cludes strengthening of 100,000 square yards of parking apron for Air Force Re- 
serve. Remaining apron, a section of runway No. 4, and a section of taxiway No. 
11, is deteriorating rapidly and will require complete replacement in the near 
future. 

Mr. Rivers. That is primarily aprons, is it not? 

Colonel Wirson. This is strengthening of three different sections, 
one section of an apron, a section of a runway which has deteriorated, 
and part of taxiway 11. These are three separate areas where the pave- 
ment has been cracked. It was built for fighters back in 1941, but the 
C-119 requires a 25,000-pound single wingload, which is too much for 
this apron. 

General Vipau. This, Mr. Chairman, is also a joint use base, al- 
though it is an Air Force base, primarily for Air Force Reserve. We 
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have the Air National Guard in there with their jet instrument school, 
who are active tenants. 
Mr. SiaTinsueK. Line 3, page 61, General Mitchell Field, Mil- 
waukee, Wis., maintenance facilities and supplies facilities, $155,000, 
(The justification is as follows :) 


SHOP, PARACHUTE, AND DINGHY, BASE (ADDITION) 


Proposed appropriation, $80,000 

This facility will be constructed as an addition to the existing hangar lean-to 
as a deficient requirement. At General Mitchel Field the old type 39-01-52 
hangar was constructed less the parachute and dinghy shop facility. Later in 
March 1956 Department of Defense approved the standard Reserve troop carrier 
hangar 39-01-73 which integrates the parachute and dinghy into the design. 
The existing hangar accomplished under Public Law 155 then accommodated 
a fighter bomber squadron. The mission having now been changed to a troop 
carrier squadron requires a parachute packing, maintenance, inspection, and 
dinghy facility to properly accomplish its assigned mission. It has been de- 
termined that it is heyond the capability of nearby Regular Air Force facilities 
to accomplish this function. 


WAREHOUSE, SUPPLY, AND EQUIPMENT, BASE (ADDITION) 


Proposed appropriation, $75,000 

Supply space is urgently required to replace unit supply and bulk storage 
space which has been returned to Army at USDB, 18 miles across town from 
base. These facilities are too far from the installation, are too old and unsound, 
and have been declared excess. Only 16,160 square feet of usable permanent 
warehousing exists at this installation. An additional 3,656 square feet of 
space is in use which is either substandard or constructed for other purposes; 
example : 676 square feet of maintenance shop, is being temporarily used. Failure 
to provide additional warehouse will create crowded, dangerous, and inefficient 
conditions, require use of space required for other purposes and seriously 
increasing the difficulty of supporting base mission. Project conforms to Reserve 
criteria as approved by OSD. Requirement based upon assigned Reserve troop 
carrier wing headquarters and flying units. 


Line 5, New Orleans Naval Air Station, New Orleans, La., opera- 
tional facilities and supply facilities, $58,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


WASH RACK, AIRCRAFT 


Proposed appropriation, $35,000 

Aircraft wash rack is required to accomplish periodic washing of planes to 
insure their air worthiness. Due to the proximity of the base to salt water, 
this maintenance function assumes above normal importance since the prevention 
of corrosion in such a locality is a constant task. 

This is a new base and no local facilities exist for performance of this essen- 
tial maintenance. At the present time, the planes are flown to other areas for 
washing which is a most unsatisfactory method for efficient operation Required 
wash rack can be constructed on existing payment. 


WAREHOUSE HAZARDOUS AND FLAMMABLE 


Proposed appropriation, $23,000 

Construction is essential to provide segregated storage for paint, dope, and 
oxygen required for maintenance of aircraft and for mission operation. The Air 
Force presently occupies joint use warehouse and these hazardous materials are 
being stored on the platform since safety precautions and construction features 
preclude their storage inside the building. 

This procedure is contrary to regulations and creates a definite fire hazard 
and explosion problem. Since this is a new base, no other facilities are avail- 
able, and the Navy has granted a temporary waiver for utilization of this plat- 
form. Due to the corrosive nature of the atmosphere in this locality, undercover 
storage is an essential requirement for metal containers, 
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Mr. SiaTinsHEK. Line 7, Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, 
Mich.: Operational facilities, $161,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


SQUADRON OPERATIONS (ADDITION) 


Proposed appropriation, $161,000 

This project will be constructed as fourth increment of lean-to space to 
Reserve hangar to accommodate the administration, operation, and training 
functions of the 305th Air Rescue Squadron with authorized strength of 30 
officers and 73 airmen. The Reserve facilities at this location is deficient in 
above functional space due to increase in the number of category A units. A 
hangar with three increments of lean-to space 56,092 square feet and a 34,362 
of wing O. & T. Building were constructed for the Wing headquarters and one 
squadron. Since completion of construction, the Air Rescue Squadron, a new 
training squadron and a casualty staging group have been activated. The 
Reserve authorized population has increased from 1,176 to 1,550. The rescue 
squadron is now utilizing a total of 5,000 square feet of floor space in two TO 
frame buildings in poor condition. 

Mr. Suatinsuexk. That concludes the line items for the Air Force 
Reserve, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. What about this section 4 ? 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. We had reviewed that yesterday with Mr. Bryant, 
and all the succeeding language. Those are general provisions that 
apply. 

Mr. Rivers. Which gives him the right to do what ? 

Mr. StatinsHek. This permits him to defer 

Mr. Rtvers. That is the flexible authority contained in the bill. 

Mr. SiaTinsHEK. Yes, sir; this is routine language. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that all you have, General / 

General Vipau. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you very much. 

General Vipau. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Rivers. Let us get to the Navy. We may finish up; if you will 
all bear with me I will do the best I can. 

Go ahead, now. 

Admiral Kerra. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I ap- 
preciate this opportunity to appear before you today in support of 
the military construction, Naval Reserve Forces program, which is 
so vital to the training and effectiveness of our Reserve components. 

In the years 1946 through 1952, the Navy and the Marine Corps 
reestablished their Reserve programs. Facilities to support these 
programs were acquired in some 500 locations throughout the States 
where interest and population were estimated to justify the establish- 
ment of Reserve units. These areas were all canvassed carefully to 
determine if existing facilities, either of prewar construction or World 
War II surplus, were available and could be utilized to provide the 
needed training facilities. Im communities where such facilities could 
not be otherwise acquired, the Congress authorized funds to erect arm- 
ories utilizing war surplus quonset or Butler buildings to provide the 
majority of the needed interior space and a connecting headhouse to 

rovide additional space and an acceptable frontal view. Some of the 
acilities utilized were on long-term lease and some of the quonset-type 
armories were constructed on leased land. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Admiral, at this point what experience are you 
having with these quonset hut armories? 
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Admiral Kerrs. They still provide a roof over our head, Mr. Van 
Zandt, and where they have deteriorsted to the point that they no 
longer protect the materials in them, they are included in our request 
for replacement. This isa continuing program. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What is the life of one of the quonset huts, prop- 
erly taken care of ? 

Admiral Kerru. I was in this business when it started, Mr. Van 
Zandt, in 1946, and we estimated about 7 to 10 years then, sir, and that 
was 13 years ago now, sir. 

Captain Corradi and I were also in the facilities game at that 
time. 

Mr. Rivers. That is when you finished Quonset Point ? 

Captain Corrapr. Yes, sir. These buildings could be maintained 
indefinitely, but you get to the point of diminishing return. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Does that apply to your Butler buildings also? 

Captain Corrapt. Not so much as the quonsets, but the Butlers too 
require a high maintenance expenditure. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Would you say the Butler load has a higher life 
than the quonset huts? 

Captain Corrapt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. If you put them both on the same kind of foundation ? 

Captain Corrapr. Yes. I think the Butler has a little more flex- 
ibility. I might be doing a great injustice to the Great Lakes Steel 
Co. and the Strand Steel Buildings here, but my personal experience 
is the Butler has more adaptability. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That was our experience in the past. We looked 
at the Butler as a more substantial building and would take more 
punishment than a quonset hut. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, Admiral. 

Admiral Kerrn. Training centers supporting 200 to 1,500 reservists 
were established in the large communities as the population potential 
warranted. In small communities and, wherever possible, in close 
proximity to colleges or universities where the caliber of recruits 
could be expected to be higher, we established electronics facilities 
whose primary purpose was to train the technical personnel so essen- 
tial to the electronics and related fields. 

Since that time, changes in equipment, training techniques, and 
operational requirements have necessitated changes to, or replacement 
of, facilities thus acquired. Additionally, some leases then entered 
into are expiring and cannot be renewed, while useful service from 
many wartime structures is rapidly reaching an end. Thus, the pro- 
gram of modernization and replacement of training and operational 
facilities is mandatory if the Reserve programs are to continue to func- 
tion effectively. 

It is our purpose to insure that a clear need exists for items in the 

rogram presented for your approval. To that end the program 
foie you has been repeatedly screened to insure that only items of 
the greatest urgency are included therein. 

For purposes of clarity this request, which totals $6,450,000, has 
been divided into three parts—namely, Naval Reserve aviation, Naval 
Reserve surface, and Marine Corps Reserve ground. With your per- 
mission we will present them in that order. 

The Naval Reserve aviation segment, which includes requirements 
for Marine Corps Reserve aviation, provides the facilities needed to 
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support over 300 air squadrons at 13 Reserve air stations and 5 
Naval Air Reserve training units situated on regular air stations. 

About one-half of these squadrons are being trained to perform 
around-the-clock antisubmarine missions immediately on M-day. 
As such they require modern, all-weather operational and training fa- 
cilties comparable to those required by active fleet units. The pro- 
gram before you requests authorization for aircraft landing aids, 
safety improvements to operational facilities, and replacement of 
two 20-year-old wooden buildings required for training and house- 
keeping support. 

he Naval Reserve surface program provides facilities for the 
training of personnel required by mobilization plans. It additionally 
provides, in areas where other Navy facilities are lacking, the shore 
facilities needed in support of our Selected Reserve ships. In 1961 
the foregoing facilities will be situated at 458 locations throughout 
the country. To meet the needs of this program we are requesting 
replacement of 2 training centers and 14 electronics facilities, plus re- 
habilitation of 2 centers and additional classrooms for another. 

The Marine Corps Reserve ground segment of the program provides 
facilities for the training of pengeagel to immediately augment the 
Fleet Marine Ground Forces. There are planned for 1961, 225 facili- 
ties for this purpose, most of which are combined with the Naval Re- 
serve Training Centers. We are requesting joint construction with 
the Naval Reserve at the two replacement training centers mentioned 
above, plus the purchase of one Marine Corps Reserve Training Cen- 
ter now 1n use. 

Gentlemen, this concludes my statement. With me today are repre- 
sentatives from the Bureau of Yards and Docks, Bureau of Naval 
Weapons, Bureau of Naval Personnel, and the Headquarters of the 
Marine Corps to provide such additional information as you may 
desire. 

Before we proceed to the line items, Captain Corradi has a short 
statement he would like to submit for the consideration of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Rivers. Do the other gentlemen have statements ? 

Admiral Kerru. No, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. May [ask a question before we proceed. 

Admiral, in respect to what way for future seers for the re- 
serves, is the nuclear-powered submarine development ? 

Admiral Kerrn. This is in the future so far as we are concerned, 
sir. We have not included in our Reserve training program, our mis- 
sile men, our nuclear-power ratings as yet. 

As any of these people who are trained in those fields return from 
active duty, and wish to affiliate with the Reserve program, our in- 
structions to the units in the field are that they may be affiliated re- 
gardless of the structure of the unit which is established in that area, 
in order to maintain their interests and keep them available with the 
Reserve forces. 

Mir: Van Zanpr. But you do nothing to keep their knowledge ac- 
tive’ 

Admiral Kerrru. Well, there are courses they can take, sir, but they 
would not be a part of our training program at this particular time. 

They will be as the numbers increase, definitely established programs 
will include those two rates. 
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Mr. Rivers. Don’t you think you ought to try to get that going as 
soon as possible ¢ 

Admiral Kerrn. It is under consideration in the Bureau of Naval 
Personnel now, sir, as to how and when those should actually be 
established as part of our training units. But most of our people at 
this time will come back after a 4-year enlistment having had training 
as missile men, and we hope that the nuclear-powered people, having 
spent 214 years in training, would not be coming out of the fleet at 
this time. 

As a matter of fact, I think before they go to that training, they 
have to sign an agreement not to leave the service prior to the expira- 
ry of a specified time. Can the Bureau of Nav: - Personnel confirm 
that ¢ 

That is my understanding, and I think it is a good one. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Admiral, my concern is with the future training, 
when we have displaced the conventional type submarine with the 
nuclear-powered submarine. 

Now, we are only building—in fact, I don’t think we are building 
a conventional- type submarine now. I think they are all nuclear- 
powered. 

Will we see the day when the Reserve may play a part in this 
nuclear submarine Navy 

Admiral Kerrn. eee: sir. They are now trained as combat 
teams, Mr. Van Zandt. The only part of that team that we are not 
capable of training in the Reserve program today is the man who 
operates the nuclear power plant; and that will have to come. 

But those combat teams of reservists actually go on board the 
submarines. This is during their annual 2 weeks of active duty. 
After being properly checked by the commanding officer, who still 
has his responsibility to command, they actually prepare the boat 
for diving, they dive the boat, they surface it, they carry out such 
armament exercises as that particular boat has available to them, 
such as preparing and firing of torpedoes, recovering torpedoes, 
putting the prefiring work on it for maintenance so it can be used 
again. 

"That is the way the combat teams work. 

Mr. Rivers. The Navy has always had a fine Reserve as you know, 
and we have always said it was the best. They have always boasted 
they had courage. 

Admiral Kerrn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I think what you ought to do is get the word back, 
you ought to get these fellows into that nuclear training as soon as you 
can, because they are not current if they don’t have the nuclear capa- 
bilities, and that can only be gotten by ‘training. 

I saw a release in the paper, or I heard Admiral Burke, or some- 
body say it, they need two or three of the submarines out in the fleet 
now off for maneuvers for training in A.S.W., and along with the 
fleets, they are very badly needed now, the Nautilus, and the Skip 
Jack, and they need them badly, but they are making these appear- 
ances all over the place and taking them from the fleet. 

So we realize they are short, everybody does, but I think you ought 
to get them in as fast as you can. 

Admiral Kerrnu. Certainly that is—— 

Mr. Rivers. Because your morale—— 
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Admiral Kerrn. I may say this 

Mr. Rivers. A submariner has a pretty high morale, you know. 

Admiral Kerrn. I do think the educational process now to prepare 
a man for nuclear propulsion extends over a time which the reservist 
would not be able to afford from his civilian life. Our hope is 
to bring people back who have completed active duty in that area, but 
this is something that certainly will have to be included in the 
Reserves. 

Right now, it is something in the nature of a 2-year process to 
train these people. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you, Admiral, I will tell you something else, 
you made a good statement, and we like the conciseness of it. It 
looks like Captain Corradi has improved on you; he has 1 page. 

Go ahead, Captain Corradi. 

Captain Corrapt. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, 
prior to testifying on the program being requested for fiscal year 
1961, I would like to report briefly on the current status of the Re- 
serve construction program. 

Last year we estimated that at the end of fiscal year 1959 we would 
have $3 million of unfunded authorization. Actually, as the result 
of cancellations, rescissions, savings and economies, we ended fiscal 
year 1959 with no unfunded authorization and unused appropria- 
tion of $2 million. 

For fiscal year 1960 we received new authorization for specific line 
items totaling $8.3 million, and we were granted a new appropriation 
of $9 million to cover these items, plus other requirements such as 
planning, minor construction, replacement of damaged facilities and 
emergency construction. Again, due to anticipated cancellations, 
savings and other economies we expect to end this fiscal year with no 
unfunded authorization and unused appropriation of about $3 million. 

The new appropriation being Renee’ for fiscal year 1961 is $4 
million which, when combined with the unused $3 million, will pro- 
vide us with $7 million for use against the requested new authoriza- 
tion of $6.5 million for specific line items and $500,000 for the open 
end requirements. Thus, it can be seen that the program and funds 
are in balance. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

With your permission, I would like to depart a moment from my 
prepared text to explain that the Bureau of Yards and Docks which 
I represent is responsible for the preparation of the construction esti- 
mates which you have before you, and the actual construction of the 
Reserve facilities which you may authorize. 

Our practice is to engage local architects and engineers for the 
planning, to do the necessary contract plans and specs, and then to 
award the necessary construction contracts on the basis of competitive 
bidding by construction contractors, 

I shall be present throughout the rest of this hearing to answer 
any questions which you may have in the Bureau of Yards and Docks’ 
responsibility field. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you, Captain Corradi. 

You really have left over half a million dollars if all goes well, 
for contingencies. After this authorization, that is what you will 
have left over after you get this money? 
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Captain Corrapt. We will have left over at the end of this fiscal 
year, unused appropriated funds in the amount of $3 million. 

Mr. Rivers. And then that coupled with this authorization now, 
and if you spend it all, you still have about half a million left over 
for stuff that you haven’t actually got 

Captain Corrapi. No, sir; the half million dollars is for the open- 
end items which include planning for future projects, minor new con- 
struction projects, and emergency projects. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s get to line items now. 

Are we ready for the line items ? 

Mr. SLaTINsSHEK. Yes, sir; on page 56, line 17, Naval Air Station, 
Dallas, Tex. : Operational facilities, $130,000. 





RUNWAY LIGHTING 


On runways 13-31 and 17-35: 

Remove: Flush mounted medium intensity lights and bases. 
Replacement: Standard high intensity lighting system. 

Requirement for item: The existing runway lighting system consists of me- 
dium intensity, flush mounted fixtures which do not provide sufficient lighting be- 
cause of the high light level of the neighboring Chance Vought Aircraft plant 
and the city of Grand Prairie, Tex. The existing transformer cannot operate 
the taxiway and the runway electrical circuits simultaneously. Portions of the 
existing system are of 1942 installation and approximately 35 failures per year 
have occurred due to short circuiting. Unless an improvement can be effected, 
it is probable that additional failures will occur which will result in disruption 
of the station operations. Approach lights are not considered feasible on the 
north end of runway 17-35 due to the existence of two major highways and a 
railroad adjacent to the north boundary of the station. High intensity runway 
lighting will serve as a substitute for approach lighting. 


Line 19, Naval Air Station, Glenview, IIl.: Operation facilities, 
$1,298,000. 


OVERLAY PARKING AND TAXI AREAS 


Deteriorated concrete—remove and replace with 18-inch base and 11-foot con- 
crete paving. 

Overlay existing concrete that lack structural strength, with 5-inch bended con- 
crete paving. 

Two \%-inch asphaltic concrete provided for ramp transition. 

Requirement for item: It is proposed to provide parking and taxi areas of suf- 
ficient strength to withstand wheel loadings of modern aircraft. Present slabs 
are inadequate to support a wheel loading of 37,000 pounds at 113 pounds per 
square inch tire pressure, for the P2V aircraft on board. Resulting failures from 
overloads has caused severe potholes in the parking apron which in turn has 
caused damage to aircraft landing gear. An overlay of existing parking aprons 
and ajacent taxi areas is considered essential from an operational standpoint. 


STABILIZE RUNWAY SHOULDERS AND OVERRUNS 


Runway shoulder stabilization: Runways 9-27, 17-35 cut, fill, grading, com- 
paction, top soil, seeding. 

Runway overruns: Both ends runway 9-27 and 32; end of runway 14-32 10- 
inch crushed stone, compacted subbase, top soil, seeding. 

Requirement for item: This project will complete the stabilization of runway 
shoulders and end zones for all runways considered essential for safety of opera- 
tion. The present end zones are of excessive grades and severely rutted, and a 
drainage ditch runs parallel to the south edge of runway 9-27. This project will 
eliminate these hazards to life and aircraft, and by improving the drainage, the 
life of the runways, and end zones will be prolonged. 


Mr. Van Zanpr. Does naval air still have its headquarters there? 
Admiral Kertrn. Yes. 
Mr. Van Zanpr. Whois in command ? 
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Admiral Kerrn. Rear Adm. Allen Smith is the Naval Air Reserve 
training commander. 

Mr. Stattnsuek. Line 21, Naval Air Station, Grosse Ile, Mich.: 
Operational facilities, $150,000. 


TWO AIRCRAFT ARRESTING GEARS 


Both ends of runway 3-21. 

1. Four fluid-filled tapered tubes—7%4 to 3 inches by 950 feet long—each eon- 
taining floating piston tube buried each side of runway. 

2. Control tower operated cable pendant supports. 

3. Concrete pits and sheave mounts. 

Requirement for item: There were 884 successful naval plane arrests made 
in 1958 with the chain-type aircraft arresting gear. The prevention of crew 
and passenger injury is beyond computation. It is estimated that $112 million 
of material damage was prevented. With the use of the new equipment, the 
number of arrested landings, safety of operations, and potential savings can be 
greatly increased. This new equipment is superior to the chain type because 
of faster resetting time of 10 to 15 minutes compared to 1 to 2 hours for the 
chain arrests. Also, less runway surface and runway shoulder damage is an- 
ticipated by the use of this new gear. 


Line 23, Naval Air Station, Los Alamitos, Calif.: Supply facilities 
and utilities, $306,000. 


REFRIGERATION AND DRY STORES BUILDING 

Building: 

Concrete foundations. 

8 inch concrete masonry block exterior walls. 

Floor slab on grade. 

Bar joists. 

Metal decking, insulation. 

4-ply builtup roofing. 

Refrigeration equipment. 

Fire protection. 

Substation, electrical. 

Utilities—steam, sanitary-water. 

Paving. 

Requirement for item: Requirement is developed by application of criteria as: 

Permanent party: 





CO WEGUE CE -DCINIRIROE COI ino nnn riciiiinecncns 41 

40: perce’ Of GtOTIOd: CRUNINE a onic cette mete eennnenininnninmenmes 366 
Weekend Reserves: 80 percent of 44 of authorized____--------__------ 941 
2-week active duty: 80 percent of authorized___._.__--_---_-----_--~-- 468 
Recruits: 100 percent of anthorized_....._............. eee 150 
bo ee er ee ae STE eee Eee SP eT tees 1, 966 


Notr.—1,4 square feet/man allowable for refrigerated storage < 1,966, or 2,752 square 
. 


Present refrigerated storage facilities are wartime portable types, adequate 
only for day-to-day storage. This necessitates some three trips per week of 24 
miles each to Long Beach. Spoilage, trucking, and labor costs amount to $7,000 
per year, and refrigeration repairs amount to $1,500 per year. Existing dry 
stores facilities are in a World War II lean-to. During hot weather bulk stor- 
age and canned goods deteriorate rapidly. The proposed item will provide 
adequate storage space, eliminate food spoilage, and reduce maintenance and 
operating costs. 


WATERLINE 


Connect 200,000-gallon reservoir, Naval Air Station, Los Alamitos, with metro- 
politan water district line to existing water main at Seal Beach; 10 inch C.I. 
pipe : pumping equipment ; electric power. 
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LAND 





Easement for the pipeline between Naval Air Station and Naval Airport and 
Naval Depot, Seal Beach. 

Requirement for item: At present the station water is obtained from three 
wells located at Naval Air Station, Los Alamitos. During the past 3 years 
the level of water in the wells had gradually become lower and lower. The 
water level has again fallen in the past year. A similar condition existed at 
the Naval Ammunition and Net Depot, Seal Beach, which is located just south 
of Naval Air Station, Los Alamitos. The Pacific Ocean meets the southern 
border of the depot. In 1955 the ocean water seeped into the depot wells and 
caused salt incrustation. The Navy was thus forced to participate in the con- 
struction of a pipeline to supply the depot with water from the metropolitan 
water district (MWD) lines. The Navy waterline was made large enough to 
permit construction at a later date of a connecting waterline to Naval Air Sta- 
tion Los Alamitos. The proposed item is this constructiton. If construction 
is delayed another year, further temporary construction work with the well 
pump feed pipes will be required. The most of buying water from the metro- 
politan water district is 10 cents were 100 cubic feet, the same amount estimated 
to develop water through the station wells. 


On page 57, line 1, Naval Air Station, Minneapolis, Minn.: Opera- 
tional facilities, $178,000. 


AIRCRAFT PARKING APRON ADDITION 


Concrete paving, 11 inch subbase, 6 inches crushed stone; tiedowns, stand- 
ard intervals. 

Land acquisition: Lease from Minneapolis-St. Paul Airports Commission. 

Requirement for item: A requirement exists to provide parking apron for 31 
aircraft assigned to this station. This requirement may be tabulated as follows: 





Space Space 
Type Number factor required 
(square yards)| (square yards) 
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Square yards 
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The proposed paved parking area, while insufficient to correct the existing or 
anticipated deficiency, will alleviate a sreious overcrowding. Adequate Navy- 
owned land is not available for a project that will eliminate the entire shortage 
of plane parking area. 

COMPASS ROSE 


One Compass Rose: Turntable, nonferrous metallic swing base; circular paved 
area and 200 linear feet taxiway, 11 inches nonreinforced concrete. 

Land acquisition: Lease from Minneapolis, St. Paul Metropolitan Airports 
Commission. 

Requirement for item: The Navy requires an airplane navigational compass 
to be calibrated each 120 flight hours or whenever an engine is changed. The 
station does not have any means of calibration. Previous to 1955, the compass 
orientation was performed on an improvised area with direction stripes painted 
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on a portion of a taxiway. After installation of a new reinforced concrete park- 
ing apron aud a copper wire grounding system, magnetic disturbance made this 
location completely unusable. The extensive flight training program, the length 
of time required to accomplish a compass check, and the number of planes as- 
signed dictate the construction of an adequate facility to insure navigational ac- 
curacy for safety of flight. 


Line 3, Naval Air Station, New York, N.Y.: Operational facilities, 
$471,000. 


EXTEND TAXIWAY AT EAST END OF RUNWAY 6-24 


Taxiway 10-inch concrete, 75 feet wide, 6-inch stone screenings. 

Drainage. 

Blast fence. 

Timber bulkhead. 

Relocate patrol road. 

Requirement for item: The western 1,200 feet of runway 6-24 does not have a 
connecting taxiway. Training and operations are, therefore, severely restricted 
and the danger always exists that a plane that is landing or taking off may run 
into a taxiing aircraft. The field is used jointly by the Navy, Marines, Air 
National Guard, Coast Guard and New York Police. The proposed item will not 
only allow full time operational use of the runway by eliminating the planes 
taxiing on the runway, but obviously increase the safety of flight. 


TWO AIRCRAFT ARRESTING GEARS 


Located on both ends, runway 1-19. 

Four fluid filled tapered tubes—7%4 inches to 3 inches by 950 feet long, each 
containing floating piston, buried each side of runway. 

Control tower operated cable pendant supports. 

Concrete, pits, sheave mounts. 

Requirement for item: There were 884 successful naval plane arrests made in 
1958 with the chain-type aircraft arresting gear. The prevention of crew and 
passenger injury is beyond computation. It is estimated that $112,000,000 of 
material damage was prevented. With the use of the new equipment the num- 
ber of arrested landings, safety of operations and potential saving can be greatly 
increased. This new equipment is superior to the chain type because of faster 
resetting time of 10 to 15 minutes compared to 1 to 2 hours for the chain arrests. 
Also, less runway surface and runway shoulder damage is anticipated by the 
use of this new gear. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Admiral, at this point, is it not true that the pop- 
ulation is closing in on you on these air stations like Michigan, Grosse 
Ile, and Los Alamedos, and Minneapolis, and New York ¢ 

Admiral Kerru. In some of these areas, Mr. Van Zandt, they have 
had to curtail jet operations, but this has been absorbed within the 
program and the jet plane operations have been shifted to fields where 
they could be handled. 

I believe at Grosse Ile, Captain Vance can probably answer this 
more specifically. Only props, at Grosse Ile, and I think that is an 
outgrowth of the situation that you put your finger on. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. I encountered it last year, I think, jets were not 
permitted to go in there. 

Now, what are we doing there, antisubmarine warfare and so forth? 

Admiral Kerru. Yes, sir. As you know, about half of our aircraft 
now are in the antisubmarine warfare game; therefore, most of the 
program in the Naval Reserve squadrons is for submarine warfare. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Does this policy apply to Memphis? 

Admiral Kerr. No limitation on the air operation at Memphis that 
I am aware of. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, as far as you can see in the future, the ASW 
program, so far as it relates to air, will be prop aircraft ? 
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Admiral Kerrn. That is correct. 
Mr. Rivers. You program new prop aircraft to fight the changing 
conditions ? 

Admiral Kerra. We are operating the same aircraft today that are 
in the Hunter-Killer groups in the fleet. I believe that this year’s 
request is to get longer range aircraft for the Hunter-Killer groups. 
Eventually they will come down to us. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Admiral, will you explain for the record, because 
I think sooner or later we are going to have to justify the continua- 
tion of these stations, therefore, will you explain why you have to use 
prop aireraft in ASW ? 

Admiral Kerrru. The problem of locating submarines below the 
water is a matter that requires a radar search. With the prop aircraft, 
this search can be more deliberate and the speed doesn’t make it miss a 
snorkel or something of that kind. Primarily it is because we have 
found that the CVS, which may have the angled deck, is much easier 
to operate aircraft from, and they provide us what we need in the 
ASW game in the air. 

Mr. Rivers. To make a long story short, a jet is just too fast ? 

Admiral Kerrn. For that particular phase of it. 

Mr. Rivers. And then it is not as maneuverable. 

Admiral Krrru. A large part is also in the helicopter field. If you 
get into jets, then you go into different kind of fuel, and you have that 
to contend with on your carrier. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. Putter. Do you ever expect to use jets in the ASW work? 

Admiral Kerrn. I would not anticipate it. 

Mr. Puitern. You wouldn't anticipate that at any time. You con- 
tinue to use helicopters and conventional prop planes ? 

Admiral Kerru. Yes. 

Mr. Puipin. And no jets? 

Admiral Krirn. I just a few years ago worked with this ASW and 
I can’t foresee it. I don’t believe it will happen. 

Mr. Rivers. It is conceivable it could be jet props, though ? 

Admiral Kerrn. It might be that, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. Statinsuek. Line 5, Naval Air Station, Olathe, Kans. Opera- 
tional facilities, $121,000. 


STABILIZATION OF END ZONES 


Runway 17-35 17 end zone 1,500 feet by 1,000 feet. 

Runway 4-22 22 end zone 1,500 feet by 390 feet (approximate). 

Stabilized area: Crushed stone on sand blanket. 

Overrun area: Each side, stabilized with select material. 

Underdrains : Porous type. 

Requirement for item: It is an operational requirement that each end of 
each runway be provided with an end zone. The primary purpose of this area 
is to provide a reasonably effective deceleration area for an aborting or over- 
shooting aircraft without imposing excessive damage to the aircraft and/or 
undue damage to its occupants. This area also serves as an emergency all- 
weather access for fire, crash, and rescue equipment. One aircraft saved from 
serious damage more than justifies this item. The end zones at runway ends 
17 and 22 are not properly graded and stabilized. During wet seasons, the 
ground will not support the weight of crash and rescue equipment. Thus, these 
vehicles are unable to move to the scenes of accidents. 
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Line 7, Naval Air Station, Seattle, Wash.: Operational facilities, 
$181,000. 


TWO AIRCRAFT ARRESTING GEARS 


Located on both ends—Runway 14-32. 

Four fluid filled tapered tubes 7144 inches to 3 inches by 950 feet long, each 
containing floating piston buried each side of runway. 

Control tower cable operated pendant supports. 

Concrete, pits, sheave mounts. 

Requirement for item: There were 884 successful Naval plane arrests 
made in 1958 with the chain-type aircraft arresting gear. The prevention of crew 
and passenger injury in beyond computation. It is estimated that $112 million 
of material damage was prevented, With the use of the new equipment the 
number of arresting landings, safety of operations and potential savings can be 
greatly increased. This new equipment is superior to the chain type because of 
faster resetting time of 10 to 15 minutes compared to 1 to 2 hours for the chain 
arrests. Also, less runway surface and runway shoulder damage is anticipated 
by the use of this new gear. 


Line 9, Naval Air Station, South Weymouth, Mass.: Operational 
facilities, $300,000. 
STABILIZATION OF END ZONE 


End zone of runway 8—26 1,000 by 1,500 feet. 

Blast pad 150 by 300 feet soil cement with asphalt coat. 

Stabilized area 200 by 850 feet crushed stone on sand blanket. 

Overrun area each side-stabilized with select material. 

Underdrains, porous type. 

Storm sewer 66-inch twin pipes with headwall. 

Requirement for item: It is an operational requirement that each end of 
each runway be provided with an end zone. The primary purpose of this area is 
to provide a reasonably effective deceleration area for an aborting or over- 
shooting aircraft without imposing excessive damage to the weather access for 
fire, crash, and rescue equipment. One aircraft saved from serious damage more 
than justifies this item. At present, the west end zone of runway 8-26 is 
littered with concrete remnants from a former hangar, contains open drainage 
ditches and gullies, and is considerably below the grade of the existing runway 
elevation. 

TWO AIRCRAFT ARRESTING GEARS 


Located on both ends, runway 17-35. 

Four fluid filled tapered tubes—7% inch to 3 inch by 950 feet long each con- 
taining floating piston buried each side of runway. 

Control tower operated cable pendant supports. 

Concrete, pits, sheave mounts. 

Requirement for item: There were 884 successful naval plane arrests made 
in 1958 with the chain-type aircraft arresting gear. The prevention of crew 
and passenger injury is beyond computation. It is estimated that $112 million 
of material damage was prevented. With the use of the new equipment the 
number of arrested landings, safety of operations and potential savings can 
be greatly increased. This new equipment is superior to the chain type because 
of faster resetting time of 10 to 15 minutes compared to 1 to 2 hours for the chain 
arrests. Also, less runway surface and runway shoulder damage is anticipated 
by the use of this new gear. 


Line 11, Naval Air Station, Willow Grove, Pa.: Training facili- 
b] 3 9 
ties, $575,000. 
TECHNICAL TRAINING BUILDING 


Building, two-story steel frame. 

Concrete foundations. 

8-inch concrete masonry block exterior walls. 

First floor slab on grade, 4-inch concrete. 

Bar joists second floor slab, 21%4-inch concrete. Four-ply, built-up roofing on 
2%-inch concrete slab. 

Air conditioning. 

Utilities, storm sewer. 
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Substation, electrical. 

Requirement for item: In order to meet the mobilization requirements of the 
Selected Reserve, increased attention is being focused on the antisubmarine 
capability within the Naval Air Reserve, training courses are being conducted 
at NAS Willow Grove for students from all Naval Air Reserve stations east 
of the Mississippi River. The training load imposed on this activity consists 
of an annual total of 1,400 students, and this is in addition to the normal week- 
end training requirement of the Organized Reserves at Willow Grove. The 
present technical training spaces are located in five deteriorated buildings built 
in 1942. Some classrooms are without ventilation. Condensation within the 
wall cavity and the high humidity has caused damage to valuable electronic 
equipment. The construction of a new technical training building will provide 
suitable training space conducive to learning important antisubmarine warfare 
concepts and provide better protection for the electronic equipment. The new 
facility will receive maximum utilization, in that the NARETU will attend 
classes on Weekdays and the Organized Reserve will utilize the same class- 
rooms on weekends. 


Line 15, Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Appleton, Wis. : Train- 
ing facilities, $47,000. 


TRAINING BUILDING 


Single story addition to existing Army Reserve building. Masonry construc- 
tion conforming to existing structure will provide one classroom, Navy admin- 
istration space, Navy transmitter room. 

Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. 

Present leased space will be restored. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet of floor area properly divided is 
required to train an electronics division. The division in Appleton, now leases 
3,865 square feet in college buildings but the college has stated in writing its 
intention to terminate the lease in June 1960. There is no other suitable space 
for lease in the area and continued use of present space beyond June 1960 is 
possible only by presenting evidence that approval of a project which should re- 
sult in a new facility within a reasonable time is feasible and probable. This 
item therefore proposes to expand the existing Army Reserve training center, 
the only other Government-owned facility in the area, to provide 1,306 square 
feet of exclusive Naval Reserve space. The existing Army facility is inadequate 
in size to provide the full requirements of the naval electronics division but 
can and is willing to make available the site and approximately 1,864 square 
feet of joint use space. The available joint use space plus the proposed Navy 
addition will provide the full requirements of the naval electronics division. 
Failure to approve the proposed project will leave the Naval Reserve in Appleton 
without training facilities after June 1960 and may necessitate disestablish- 
ment of the unit. 


Mr. Rivers. These are surface installations? 

Admiral Kerrn. Yes. 

Mr. SuatINnsHEK. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Kerru. These are all surface now, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. Stattinsuek. Line 17, Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Au- 
burn, Calif. : Training facilities, $75,000. 


TRAINING BUILDING 


Single story addition to existing National Guard armory. Masonry construc- 
tion conforming to existing structure will provide: 


Three classrooms. 

Navy administrative space. 

Navy transmitter and receiver rooms. 
Navy training aids space. 

Navy storage space. 

Navy emergency generator space. 
Navy heating facilities. 
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Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstated. Present leased site 
will be restored. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet of floor area properly divided is re- 
quired to train a Naval Reserve electronics division. The division in Auburn 
now occupies only 1,536 square feet in an old quonset hut which was reerected 
in 1949 on a site leased from the 20th Agricultural District of California. The 
lease expires June 30, 1963, and planned expansion by the lessor precludes ex- 
tension. Approximately 10 percent of present space is unusable due to the shape 
of the quonset roof and effective training of the full authorized personnel now 
on board is impossible. In addition, existing overcrowded conditions tend to 
keep morale at a low level. There is no suitable space for rent in the area and 
the nearest Government-owned facility is the Naval Reserve electronics facility 
in Yuba City, 52 miles away, which is too distant for regular attendance by 
reservists from Auburn. In addition, the Yuba City facility is inadequate and 
a project for replacement is included in this program. This item therefore 
proposes to expand the existing National Guard armory in Auburn, the only 
other Government-owned facility in the area, to provide 2,240 square feet. The 
existing National Guard armory is inadequate in size to provide the full re- 
quirements of the naval electronics division but can and is willing to make avail- 
able the site and approximately 930 square feet of joint use space. The available 
joint use space plus the proposed Navy addition will provide the full require- 
ments of the electronics division. Failure to approve the proposed project will 
leave the Naval Reserve in Auburn without training facilities after June 1963 
and may necessitate disestablishment of the unit. This should not be permitted 
as interest is high in the Naval Reserve in Auburn and a nearby 4-year college 
provides excellent potential for establishment of a second division. 


Line 19, Naval Reserve Training Center, Fort McHenry, Baltimore, 
Ma.: Training facilities, $300,000. 


REHABILITATION OF EXISTING TRAINING CENTER 


Install heating plant in building No. 3. 

Relocate partitions and fixtures in building No. 3. 

Install new partitions and fixtures in building No. 3. 

Modernize electrical and plumbing systems. 

Accomplish structural alterations and improvements. 

Relocate training equipment. 

Demolish building No. 2. 

Construct parking area for 110 cars. 

Retirement for item: Approximately 47,635 square feet of properly divided 
floor area is required to effectively train the six naval surface divisions, one 
submarine division, two construction battalion divisions, and other smaller Naval 
Reserve units currently on board at the NRTC, Fort McHenry, Baltimore, Md. 
The present facility, originally constructed about 1915 as a hospital for the Immi- 
gration Department, provides 50,255 square feet but all areas are improperly 
divided and completely unsatisfactory for Reserve training purposes. Overage 
electrical and plumbing facilities are in need of rehabilitation or replacement. 
Relocation of present partitions and installation of new partitions is essential 
to provide acceptable training areas, improve ventilation, and fire protection. 
No parking facilities are now available and must be provided in order to main- 
tain the desired attendance. The facility is now furnished heat from an overage 
GSA operated plant nearby which is scheduled to discontinue operations in fis- 
cal year 1961. Suitable facilities are not available for rent in the area and other 
Government-owned facilities in the area cannot provide the required space. 
This item, therefore, proposes to completely rehabilitate building No. 3, including 
the installation of a Navy heating plant, and demolish an overage adjacent 
building No. 2 and construct adequate parking facilities. Failure to approve 
the project will adversely affect Naval Reserve training in the Baltimore area 
and may result in loss of a large segment of naval reservists. 


Line 21, Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Boulder, Colo. : Train- 
ing facilities, $56,000. 
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TRAINING BUILDING 


Single story addition to proposed Army Reserve training center. Masonry 
construction conforming to proposed structure will provide exclusive Navy space 
for: 

Administration. 

Training aids. 

Radio transmitter and receiver. 
Storage. 

Emergency generator. 

Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. Present leased site will 
be restored. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet of floor area properly divided is 
required to train a Naval Reserve electronics division. The division in Boulder 
now occupies only 1,920 square feet in old quonset huts, reerected in 1949 on a 
site leased from the city of Boulder. The lease expires June 30, 1970 but the 
State highway department plans to start construction during fiscal year 1960 
on a four-lane highway through the property and the right-of-way will encroach 
on space occupied by the quonset huts. It will therefore be necessary to vacate 
the present inadequate facility prior to expiration of the lease. There is no 
suitable space in the area for rent. This item therefore proposes to construct 
1,680 square feet of exclusive Naval Reserve space as a wing to the proposed 
fiscal year 1961 Army Reserve Training Center. Planned Army Reserve con- 
struction is inadequate in size to provide the full Naval Reserve requirements, 
but can and will provide the site and permit use of approximately 1,490 square 
feet of joint use space. The joint use space in the ARTC plus the proposed 
Navy addition will provide the full requirements of the electronics division. 
Failure to approve the proposed project will leave the Naval Reserve in Boulder 
without training facilities as soon as highway construction proceeds and could 
necessitate disestablishment of the unit. 


Line 23, Naval Reserve Training Center, Brooklyn, N.Y.: Training 
facilities, $75,000, 


REHABILITATION OF TRAINING BUILDING 


Includes improvement of fire protection by— 
Construction of fire escapes. 
Installation of fire alarm system. 
Installation of fire doors, cutoffs, etc. 

Replace part of drill hall floor, including substructure. Replace or repair 
electrical and plumbing fixtures, louvres, siding, and roofing. 

Caulk and weatherstrip sash. 

Exterior and interior painting. 

Repair or replace concrete ramp, sidewalks, fencing, and masts. 

Demolish unsafe and unsightly structure. 

Requirement for item: Reserve training facilities require properly divided 
areas with adequate facilities, including fire protection, in order to carry out 
an effective training program. The present facility in Brooklyn has none of 
these prerequisites. The facility is a joint operation with the State naval 
militia. Maintenance and operation is the responsibility of the State with Navy 
rental subject to these costs and adjustable by negotiation every 2 years. Con- 
sequently costs have been held to the minimum and facility is badly in need 
of rehabilitation. The structure is not protected by automatic sprinklers, nor 
does it have an automatic fire alarm, adequate exterior fire escapes, or adequate 
fire doors and cutoffs to protect personnel in case of fire. The drill hall floor 
is deteriorated so badly it is hazardous to personnel and the plumbing, lighting, 
doors and windows, and exterior siding in many areas require replacing or 
major repairs to eliminate constant leakage or similar unsatisfactory condi- 
tions. Concrete approaches to the building are hazardous and cause drainage 
into the building. Boundary fencing is missing and should be replaced for se- 
curity reasons. Repeated efforts to secure complete rehabilitation by the 
State has been unsuccessful due to lack of funds, although the State has re- 
cently replaced the heating plant. Suitable facilities elsewhere in the area, 
either Government-owned or privately owned, are not available. This item 
therefore proposes to accomplish the most urgent items of rehabilitation in 
order to be able to continue an effective Naval Reserve training program in the 
area. Failure to approve the project will have a demoralizing effect on Naval 
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Reserve training in the New York area. If approved, the cost to the Govern- 
ment will be amortized by renegotiation of the annual rental as specified in the 
existing lease. 


On page 58, line 1, Naval Reserve electronics facility, Corvallis, 
Oreg.: Training facilities, $56,000. 
TRAINING BUILDING 


Single story addition to existing Army Reserve Training Center. Masonry 
construction conforming to existing structure will provide exclusive Navy space 
for— 

Administration 

Training aids 

Radio transmitter and receiver 
Storage 

Emergency generator 

Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. Present leased space 
will be restored. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet of floor area properly divided is re- 
quired to train a Naval Reserve electronics division. The division in Corvallis 
has more than the minimum floor area required but the facility is located 5 miles 
out of town in two separate World War II frame structures at the municipal 
airport. The buildings are inadequately lighted and heated. All areas are 
improperly sized and separated, making it impossible to carry out an effective 
training program. Due to these deficiencies, morale is low and recruiting ex- 
tremely difficult; more suitable space is not available for rent in the area and 
rehabilitation of present facilities would equal or exceed the estimated cost of 
the proposed new construction. The National Guard armory in Corvallis can- 
not provide space for Naval Reserve use. This project therefore proposes to 
expand the existing Army Reserve Training Center, the only other Government- 
owned facility in the area, to provide 1,680 square feet of exclusive Naval Re- 
serve space. The present Army facility is inadequate in size to provide the full 
requirements of the naval electronics division, but can and is willing to make 
available the site and approximately 1,490 square feet of joint-use space. The 
available joint-use space plus the proposed Navy addition will provide the full 
requirements of the electronics division. Failure to approve the proposed proj- 
ect will necessitate continued use of present inadequate facilities and make it 
extremely difficult if not impossible to carry out an effective Naval Reserve 
training program in Corvallis. 


Line 3, Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Eau Claire, Wis.: 
Training facilities, $55,000. 


TRAINING BUILDING 


Single-story addition to existing Army Reserve training center. Masonry con- 
struction conforming to existing structure will provide exclusive Navy space for: 
Administration. 
Training aids. 
Radio transmitter and receiver. 
Storage. 
Emergency generator. 

Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. 

Present leased space will be restored. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet of floor area properly divided is re 
quired to train a Naval Reserve electronics division. The division in Eau Claire 
occupies adequate area leased from the State College of Eau Claire. However, 
the college has for 3 years desired the space to be vacated and now has requested 
in writing that the Navy vacate not later than August 1, 1960, even though the 
lease provides for annual renewal to June 1968. Only one other suitable space 
is available for rent in the area but the requested rental is a prohibitive $5,000 
per year. This project, therefore, proposes to expand the existing Army Reserve 
training center, the only other Government-owned facility in the area, to provide 
1,416 square feet of exclusive Naval Reserve space. The present Army facility 
is inadequate in size to provide the full requirements of the naval electronics 
division but can and is willing to make available the site and approximately 1,754 
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square feet of joint use space. The available joint use space plus the proposed 
Navy addition will provide the full requirements of the electronics division. 
Failure to approve the proposed project will leave the Naval Reserve in Eau 
Claire without training facilities after August 1960 or necessitate payment of 
excessive rental of the unit to continue its training program. 


Line 5, Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Fayetteville, Ark.: 
Training facilities, $87,000. 


TRAINING BUILDING 


Single story Naval Reserve electronics building of masonry construction pro- 
viding space for : 
Administration. 
Training aids. 
Radio receiver and transmitter. 
Classrooms (4). 
Toilets. 
Storage. 
Emergency generator. 
Heating facilities. 

A paved parking area, sidewalks, and necessary utilities will be provided. 

Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. 

Present leased space will be restored. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet floor area properly divided is required 
to train a Naval Reserve electronics division. More than one division at the 
same location requires the same area for use on alternate nights. One battalion 
and two divisions now established in Fayetteville have only 2,220 square feet of 
leased space on the third floor of the Eason Building. Additional space cannot 
be secured and existing agreements with the lessor preclude alterations to 
present space to more efficiently subdivide the area and provide better security. 
More suitable space is not available in the area for rent and the Army Reserve 
facility (the only other Government-owned facility in the area) is overcrowded 
and the site is too small to permit construction of a Naval Reserve addition. 
This project, therefore, proposes to construct a unilateral Naval Reserve elec- 
tronics of 3,170 square feet on leased land which is now leased from the city of 
Fayetteville for 99 years at $1 per year. Failure to approve the proposed item 
will necessitate continued use of present inadequate facilities and preclude full 
use of the Reserve potential in the area. 


_ Line 7, Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Free- 
port, N.Y.: Training facilities, $35,000. 


TRAINING CENTER 


Expansion of existing facility. New construction will extend one wing of the 
existing structure to provide: 4 classrooms, 1 storage room. 

The flammable storage and emergency generator buildings will be relocated. 
Sidewalks will be reconstructed. 

Requirement for item: Classroom space totaling approximately 4,200 square 
feet (11 classrooms) and storage space of approximately 1,500 square feet is 
required to properly train the two large surface divisions, one surface battalion, 
one construction battalion, one Marine Corps rifle company, and other Reserve 
units now training at Freeport. The present facility has only seven classrooms 
with approximately 2,708 square feet and storage space with approximately 
1,292 square feet. Additional existing space cannot be reassigned since all 
space is fully utilized. This item, therefore, proposes to construct an addition 
providing four additional classrooms of 1,224 square feet, and one storage room 
of 136 square feet which will increase the classroom space to 4,132 square feet 
and the storage area to 1,418 square feet and make it possible to effectively 
train the on-board personnel of more than 1,000 men. Failure to approve the 
project will necessitate continued use of present inadequate facilities and pre- 
clude realization of the desired training results. 


Line 9, Naval Reserve electronics facility, Helena, Mont.: Training 
facilities, $56,000. 





OE OE EE EE a a a ae, 





mom & 


O- 


to 


ul 





3411 


TRAINING BUILDING 


Single story addition to existing Army Reserve Training Center. Masonry 
construction conforming to the existing structure will provide exclusive Navy 
space for: 

Administration. 
Training aids. 
Radio transmitter and receiver. 
Storage. 
Tmergency generator. 

Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet of floor area properly divided is re- 
quired to train a Naval Reserve electronics division. The division in Helena now 
occupies 2,300 square feet of leased space on the third floor of an old high school 
building. The building suffered earthquake damage in 1947 and is in very poor 
condition. All electronics equipment must be covered with canvas every time 
it rains due to leaks in the roof. However, the school board has determined 
that rehabilitation would be uneconomical and plans to demolish the structure 
in the near future to make room for expansion of the adjacent high school. 
There is no suitable space available for rent in the city. This item, therefore, 
proposes to expand the existing Army Reserve Training Center, the only 
Government-owned facility in the area, to provide 1,680 square feet of exclusive 
Naval Reserve space. The existing Army Reserve facility is inadequate in size 
to provide the full requirements of the Naval Electronics Division, but can and 
is willing to make available the site and approximately 1,490 square feet of joint 
use space. The available joint use space plus the proposed Navy addition will 
provide the full requirements of the electronics unit. Failure to approve the 
proposed project will necessitate continued use of present inadequate space for 
as long as use of the building will be permitted. 


Line 11, Naval Reserve electronics facility, Medford, Oreg.: Train- 
ing facilities, $56,000. 


TRAINING BUILDING 


Single story addition to existing Army Reserve Training Center. Masonry 
construction conforming to existing structure will provide exclusive Navy space 
for: 

Administration. 

Training aids. 

Radio transmitter and receiver. 
Storage. 

Emergency generator. 

Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet of floor area, properly divided, is re- 
quired to train a Naval Reserve electronics division. The division in Medford 
now occupies one large room of 2,930 square feet in the Federal office building. 
GSA authorities have disapproved installation of partitions as it would necessi- 
tate modification of the heating and lighting systems. Consequently, operation of 
equipment and classroom presentations must be conducted simultaneously in one 
large, overcrowded area. This undesirable condition creates so much distraction 
that effective training is impossible. However, more suitable space cannot be 
found in area for rent, nor is there more suitable Government-owned space 
available. The National Guard armory is too small to accommodate the elec- 
tronics division, and suitable expansion would cost an estimated $75,000. This 
item therefore proposes to expand the existing Army Reserve training center, 
the only other Reserve facility in the area, to provide 1,680 square feet of ex- 
clusive Naval Reserve space. The existing Army Reserve facility is inadequate 
in size to provide the full requirements of the electronics division but requires 
less expansion than the National Guard armory, and can and is willing to make 
available the site and approximately 1,490 square feet of joint-use space. This 
available joint-use space, plus the proposed Navy addition, will provide the full 
requirements of the electronics division. Failure to approve the proposed proj- 
ect will necessitate continued use of present inadequate space and preclude 
optimum training and growth of the Naval Reserve in the area. 


Line 13, Naval Reserve electronics facility, Paris, Tex.: Training 
facilities and land acquisition, $90,000. 
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TRAINING BUILDING AND ACQUISITION OF LAND 


New Naval Reserve electronics facility of masonry construction providing— 
Administrative space. 
Classrooms, four. 
Radio transmitter and receiver rooms. 
Training aids space. 
Storage space. 
Emergency generator and heating space and toilets. 

A paved parking area, sidewalks, ana utiuities wi ve provided. 

Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. 

Leased space will be restored. 

Land will be purchased from Paris Junior College. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet of floor area, properly divided, is re- 
quired to train a Naval Reserve electronics division. The present facility in 
Paris has only 2,750 square feet, located in an old frame barracks-type building 
on the campus of Paris Junior College. The lease expires June 30, 1963; how- 
ever, the college had requested in writing that the building be vacated by June 
30, 1961, in order to permit demolition along with all other temporary structures 
remaining on the campus. 

There is no other privately owned space available for rent in the area and no 
Government-owned facilities exist in the area. In addition, unimproved land 
is not available for rent in the area. This project therefore proposes to pur- 
chase approximately 2 acres of land from Paris Junior College and construct 
thereon a new Naval Reserve electronics facility of 3,170 square feet. An option 
to purchase the site at $1,000 per acre has been granted by the college and may 
be exercised any time prior to November 15, 1962. Failure to approve the item 
for acquisition of the site and construction of the new facility will necessitate 
continued use of present inadequate facilities for as long as the college will 
permit, and then require deactivation of the unit. The area, however, has a 
Reserve potential to support a battalion and two divisions and, if possible, should 
not be abandoned. 


Line 15, Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Phoenix, 
Ariz.: Training facilities, $600,000. 


NEW NAVAL AND MARINE CORPS RESERVE TRAINING CENTER 


Masonry construction will provide exclusive Navy administrative space, 
training areas (shops, radio and CIC), locker rooms, security personnel quarters, 
garage storage space, and required joint space for— 

Clasrooms. 

Assembly area (part). 

Medical and conference rooms. 
Flammable storage and maintenance. 
Toilets and showers. 

Heating facilities. 

Training equipment will be moved and reinstalled. 

Requirement for item: 25,656 square feet of floor area, properly designed, is 
required to effectively train two surface divisions, one surface battalion, and 
one construction battalion. The present facility in Phoenix has 32,240 square 
feet but is jointly used by the Marine Corps Reserve and is overcrowded and 
inadequate for the two services which require a total of 37,808 square feet. 
In addition, the present facility is located on land leased from the West 
Phoenix High School, which school authorities have indicated will not be avail- 
able for lease beyond June 1962. There are no suitable privately owned fa- 
cilities available for rent in the area nor is there Government-owned facilities 
adequate in size or feasible of expansion to accommodate tie Naval Reserve. 
There is, however, suitable Army-owned land available as a site for construction 
of new Naval Reserve facilities. This item therefore proposes to construct new 
facilities jointly with the Marine Corps Reserve, who also will be without 
training facilities after June 1962, on Government-owned land presently under 
the cogn.zance of the Army, Failure to approve the proposed joint project will 
leave both the Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve in Phoenix without 
training facilities after June 1962. This will cause the loss of training for 692 
reservists badly needed to meet the mobilization requirements of the Navy and 
Marine Corps. 
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Line 17, Naval Reserve electronics facility, Provo, Utah: Training 
facilities, $56,000. 


TRAINING BUILDING 


Single story addition to existing Army Reserve Training Center. Masonry 
construction conforming to the existing structure will provide exclusive Navy 
space for: 

Administration. 

Training Aids. 

Radio transmitter and receiver storage. 
Emergency generator. 

Blectronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. Leased space will be 
restored. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet of floor area properly designed is 
required to effectively train a Naval Reserve electronics division. The division 
in Provo now leases 12,945 square feet, in an old county livestock building, from 
the city of Provo. The lease expires June 30, 1962 and cannot be renewed beyond 
that date due to planned industrial and recreational expansion for the area. 
The building was designed for seasonal occupancy only, is uninsulated and 
unheated except for local heating provided in temporary partitioned areas which 
is entirely unsatisfactory during extreme cold weather. In addition, the ex- 
terior masonry walls and the roof are deteriorated to such an extent that the 
cost of rehabilitation would be prohibitive. However, more suitable space is not 
available for rent in area. The National Guard armory cannot accommodate 
the Naval Reserve without expansion estimated to cost $75,000. The nearest 
Naval Reserve facility is 46 miles away and too distant for commuting. This 
item therefore proposes to expand the existing Army Reserve Training Center, 
the only other Reserve facility in the area, to provide 1,680 square feet of ex- 
clusive Naval Reserve space. The existing facility can and is willing to make 
available the site approximately 1,490 square feet of joint use space, which 
together with the proposed addition will provide the full requirements of the 
electronics unit. Failure to approve the proposed project will necessitate con- 
tinued use of present inadequate space and preclude establishment of a second 
division which appears feasible within 2 years. 


Line 19, Naval Reserve electronics facility, Red Bluff, Calif. : Train- 
ing facilities, $80,000. 


TRAINING BUILDING 


A single story addition to existing National Guard armory, masonry con- 
struction conforming to existing structure will provide exclusive Navy space 
for: 

Administration. 

Training aids. 

Radio receiver and transmitter. 
Storage. 

Emergency generator. 

Three classrooms. 

Heating facilities. 

Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. 

Existing leased space will be restored. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet of floor area properly designed is re- 
quired to train a Naval Reserve electronics division. The division in Red Bluff 
now occupies only 1,600 square feet in an unfinished wood frame warehouse at the 
county fairgrounds. The lease expires June 30, 1963 and the lessor can terminate 
the lease prior to that date on 30 days written notice. This condition precludes 
accomplishment of modifications and improvements. The space available is 
approximately one-half the total required, is poorly lighted due to insufficient 
fixtures and no natural light, has poor ventilation due to insufficient windows, 
has no insulation and inadequate heating facilities, and only temporary parti- 
tions which cause a high noise level in the classrooms. These conditions have 
caused a reduction in the effectiveness and level of instructions. In addition, 
the facility is located 1 mile from the nearest commercial transportation and 5 
miles from the center of the city but no other facilities are available in the 
area for lease. The existing National Guard armory is overcrowded and the 
nearest other Naval Reserve facility is an inadequate NREF located in Redding, 
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approximately 32 miles away. This project therefore proposes to construct an 
addition of 2,240 square feet to the existing National Guard armory for ex- 
clusive Naval Reserve use. The National Guard can and is willing to provide 
the site and approximately 930 square feet of joint use space, which together 
with the proposed addition will provide the full requirements of the electronics 
division. Failure to approve the proposed project will necessitate continued 
use of present inadequate leased space for as long as available and might leave 
the division without training facilities after June 1963. 


_ Line 21, Naval Reserve electronics facility, Redding, Calif: Train- 
ing facilities, $80,000. 
TRAINING BUILDING 


Single story addition to a proposed National Guard armory, masonry con- 
struction conforming to National Guard construction will provide exclusive 
Navy space for: 

Administration. 

Training aids. 

Radio transmitter and receiver. 
Storage. 

BKmergency generator. 

Three classrooms. 

Heating facilities. 

Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. 

Existing leased space will be restored. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 gross square feet of floor area properly designed 
is required to train a Naval Reserve electronics division. The division in Red- 
ding occupies 2,880 square feet in an old frame garage building located in a 
remote residential area 14% miles from the nearest commercial transportation. 
The lease expires June 30, 1964, with no assurance of renewal beyond that date. 
The poorly fitted garage doors form one wall of three classrooms and create an 
unhealthy condition from drafts and make it impossible to eliminate the constant 
infiltration of dust on furniture and valuable electronics equipment. The build- 
ing is uninsulated and it is impossible to adequately heat in the winter months 
or properly control the temperature during summer months. However, no other 
space is available for rent in the area and the nearest other Naval Reserve 
facility is an inadequate NREF in Red Bluff approximately 32 miles away which, 
even if adequate, could not be used the year round due to the severity of the 
winter seasons. This project therefore proposes to construct a 2,240 square foot 
addition to a proposed National Guard armory for exclusive Naval Reserve use. 
The National Guard project will provide the site and approximately 930 square 
feet of joint use space which together with the proposed addition will provide the 
full requirements of the electronics division. Failure to approve the proposed 
project will necessitate continued use of present inadequate facilities for as long 
as available. It may even necessitate deactivation of the unit which is especially 
undesirable because the recovery of the lumber industry in the area has increased 
the Reserve potential tremendously. 


Line 23, Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Topeka, 
Kans.: Training facilities, $383,000. 


AN ADDITION TO AN EXISTING ARMY RESERVE TRAINING CENTER 


Masonry construction conforming to the existing facility will provide Navy 
exclusive space for: 
Administration 
Training areas (shops, radio, CIC, ete.) 
Locker rooms 
Security personnel 
Storage 
and required joint use space for: 
Classrooms 
Assembly area (part) 
Medical and conference rooms 
Flammable storage and maintenance 
Toilet facilities 
Equipment 
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Training equipment will be moved and reinstalled. Present leased facilities 
will be restored. 

Requirement for item: 21,990 square feet of floor area properly designed is 
required to effectively train one Naval Reserve surface division. The present 
facility in Topeka contains 25,680 square feet but 9,619 square feet is used 
exclusively by the Marine Corps Reserve. The entire area is located in the 
basement of the Masonic Temple Building and so poorly arranged and ventilated 
that efficient utilization is impossible. Access to some classrooms is only possible 
by passing through other classrooms which often disrupts a class in session. 
Terms of the lease are unsatisfactory and preclude modification of existing 
spaces. The present lease became effective September 1, 1957, and is renewable 
year to year thereafter on 120 days notice to August 31, 1962. The lessor has 
the right to reject renewal upon 120 days notice at the end of the second year 
and each year thereafter. The annual rental is $12,000 with no assurance that 
the space will be available after August 1962. However, more suitable space is 
not available in this area for rent. This item, therefore, proposes to construct 
an addition to the existing Army Reserve Training Center jointly with the 
Marine Corps Reserve, to replace present inadequate facilities. The Navy por- 
tion of the addition will provide 6,925 square feet for Naval Reserve exclusive 
use space and 11,808 square feet of joint use space. The Army Reserve Center 
can and is willing to provide the site and the required additional 3,257 square 
feet of floor area. Failure to approve the proposed project will necessitate 
continued use of present inadequate facilities for as long as available. 


Beginning on page 58, line 1, Naval Reserve electronics facility, 
Wenatchee, Wash. : Training facilities, $65,000. 


TRAINING BUILDING 


Single story addition to an authorized Army Reserve Training Center. Ma- 
sonry construction conforming to the Army design will provide Navy exclusive 
space for: 

Administration 

Training aids 

Radio transmitter and receiver 
Storage 

Emergency generator 
Classrooms (2 

Heating to be supplied from Navy boiler installed in Army boiler room. 

Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. 

Present leased space will be restored if lessor requests restoration. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet of floor area properly designed is 
required to effectively train a Naval Reserve electronics division. The di- 
vision in Wenatchee presently occupies 2,500 square feet on the third floor of an 
old three-story frame building formerly used as a city library. The building is 
beyond economic repair and is only occupied by the NREF because no other 
space is available for rent in the area. The NREF area has only a single 
stairway entrance without fire escapes of any kind and is a serious fire hazard. 
The classroom space is extremely limited and all electronics training equip- 
ment is confined to a single room which makes it impossible to conduct an ef- 
fective training program. The present lease expires June 30, 1961, and cannot 
be renewed beyond that date. There are no Government-owned facilities in 
the area other than the National Guard Armory which is too small to acecommo- 
date others. This project therefore proposes to construct an addition of 2,154 
square feet to an authorized Army Reserve Training Center to provide exclusive 
Naval Reserve space. The Army Reserve can and is willing to furnish the 
site and permit use of the additional 1,016 square feet of joint use space re- 
quired. Army Reserve construction is expected to be completed late in 1960. 
Failure to approve the proposed project will necessitate continued use of pres- 
ent unsatisfactory and unsafe facility for as long as it is available but may 
require deactivation of the division after June 1961. 


Line 3, Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Yuba City, Calif.: 
Training facilities, $75,000. 
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TRAINING BUILDING 


Single-story addition to an existing California National Guard armory. 
Masonry construction conforming to existing facility will provide exclusive Navy 
space for; 

Administration. 

Training aids. 

Radio receiver and transmitter. 
Storage. 

Emergency generator. 
Classrooms (3). 

Heating facilities. 

Electronics equipment will be moved and reinstalled. 

Present leased site will be restored. 

Requirement for item: 3,170 square feet of floor area properly designed is re 
quired to effectively train a Naval Reserve electronics division. The division in 
Yuba City presently occupies 1,990 square feet in two small Government-owned 
World War II quonset huts, reerected in 1949 on a site at the county fair- 
grounds, which is subject to flooding by the Leather River. The present lease 
expires June 30, 1964, and renewal beyond that date is not assured. Approxi- 
mately 10 percent of present space is unusable due to the shape of the quonset 
roofs. In addition, it is difficult to maintain proper ventilation and temperatures 
needed due to the type and condition of the overage huts, In the summer months 
the training areas are extremely hot and in the winter damp and cold. These 
conditions, plus the fact that only about 50 percent of the required area is avail- 
able, have caused a reduction in the quality of training administered and kept 
morale low. However, more suitable facilities are not available for rent in the 
area and the only Government-owned Reserve facility in the area is the National 
Guard armory which is presently overcrowded. This item therefore proposes 
to construct a 2,240-square-foot addition to the National Guard armory for 
exclusive Naval Reserve use. The National Guard facility can and is willing to 
provide the site and permit use of approximately 930 square feet of National 
Guard joint-use space. This joint-use space plus the proposed Naval Reserve 
addition will provide the full requirements of the electronics division. Failure 
to approve the proposed project will necessitate continued use of present inade- 
quate facilities for as long as available and preclude realization of improved 
training for the unit. 


NAVAL BESERVE ELECTRONICS FACILITIES AS ADDITIONS TO ARMY AND NATIONAL 
GUARD FACILITIES IN VARIOUS LOCATIONS 


Twelve of the replacement Naval Reserve electronics facilities in various loca- 
tions consist of adding a wing onto proposed or existing Army or National Guard 
facilities as exclusive Navy use space required for classrooms, radio transmitter 
and receiving rooms, The various additions range in scope from 1,680 to 2,240 
square feet and at a cost of from $56,000 to $80,000. The size and costs are 
dependent on the amount of joint-use space which can be provided by the host 
facility. 


Mr. Rivers. Get to the Marine Corps. 
Mr. SiatrnsHeK. The next item is the Marine Corps facilities, on 


line 7, Marine Corps Reserve Center, Johnstown, Pa.: Acquisition of 
land and training facilities, $65,000. 


PURCHASE OF LAND AND TRAINING CENTER 


Purchase of an existing structure and land presently used for Marine Corps 
Reserve training. The building is of permanent type masonry construction. 

Requirement for item: The present facility is leased from the Upper Yoder 
Volunteer Fire Company for an annual rental of $4,500. The lease expires on 
June 30, 2006. The purchase of this facility will be amortized in 14.5 years. The 
estimated cost of constructing a similar building is $251,000. 


Mr. Van Zanpr. At this point, Admiral, why is it that you are not 
expanding the already existing Naval Reserve facility at Johnstown 
to include that ? 
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Admiral Kerru. This is purchase of the building and land, Mr. Van 
Zandt, on which the present facility is located. We are renting that, I 
believe, at $4,500 a year, sir. This purchase, we believe, will pay itself 
out. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. SiatrnsHeKk. Line 10, Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Train- 
ing Center, Phoenix, Ariz.: Traning facilities, $225,000. 


A NEW NAVAL AND MARINE CORPS RESERVE TRAINING CENTER 


Masonry construction will provide exclusive Marine Corps Reserve space for: 

Administration. 
Air-conditioning, administrative only. 
Storage. 
Locker rooms. 
Technical library. 
Photo lab. 
Security personnel. 
Garage and vehicle maintenance. 

and joint space for assembly (part) and indoor rifle range. 

Requirement for item: 17,720 square feet of floor area properly designed is 
required to train one engineering company. The present facility in Phoenix, 
used jointly with the Naval Reserve, provides sufficient exclusive Marine Corps 
space but the assembly hall is deficient in size and the Naval Reserve is short 
on exclusive space. The total existing area is 32,240 square feet compared to 
37,808 square feet required for the two services. In addition, the present joint 
facility is located on land leased from the West Phoenix High School, but school 
authorities have indicated the land will not be available for lease beyond June 
1962. There are no suitable privately owned facilities available for rent in the 
area nor is there Government-owned facilities adequate in size or feasible of 
expansion to accommodate the Marine Corps Reserve. There is suitable Army- 
owned land available as a site for construction of new Marine Corps Reserve 
facilities jointly with the Naval Reserve. This project therefore proposes to 
construct new facilities jointly with the Naval Reserve, who also will be without 
training facilities after June 1962, on Government-owned land presently under 
the cognizance of the Army. Failure to approve the proposed joint project will 
leave both the Marine Corps Reserve and the Naval Reserve without training 
facilities after June 1962. 


Line 12, Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Topeka, 
Kans.: Training facilities, $123,000. 


TRAINING CENTER 


An addition to an existing Army Reserve Training Center. Masonry construc- 
tion conforming to the existing structure will provide Marine Corps exclusive 
space for: 

Administration 

Locker room 

Technical library 

Security personnel 

Storage 

Photo lab 

Garage and vehicle maintenance 
and space for joint assembly (part). 

Requirement for item: 15,860 square feet of floor area property designed is 
required to train one infantry company. The present facility in Topeka provides 
less than 10,000 square feet for Marine Corps use and has no rifle range, vehicle 
maintenance shop, or outdoor training area. All space is located in the basement 
of the Masonic Temple Building and is so poorly arranged and ventilated that 
efficient training is impossible. Access to some classrooms is only possible by 
passing through other classrooms which often disrupts a class in session. Terms 
of the lease are unsatisfactory and preclude modification of existing spaces. The 
present lease became effective September 1, 1957, and is renewable year to year 
thereafter on 120 days notice to August 31, 1962. The lessor has the right to 
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reject renewal upon 120 days notice at the end of the second year and each year 
thereafter. The annual rental is $12,000 with no assurance that the space will 
be available after August 1962. However, more suitable space is not available 
for rent in the area. This item, therefore, proposes to construct an addition 
to the existing Army Reserve Training Center, jointly with the Naval Reserve, 
to replace present inadequate facilities. The Marine portion of the addition 
will provide 4,982 square feet for Marine Corps Reserve exclusive use and 2,698 
square feet of joint use space. The additional 8,280 square feet required will be 
available in the existing Army Reserve facility and construction by the Naval 
Reserve. Failure to approve the proposed project will necessitate continued use 
of present inadequate facilities for as long as available and seriously hamper 
Reserve training in Topeka. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions by any members of the committee ? 

Mr. Wamre.rer. How many naval training centers have been 
deactivated ? 

Admiral Kerrn. One at Annapolis, Md., I believe. 

Mr. Wameter. I think that is the only one. 

Commander McCoy. We have deactivated quite a few electronic 
facilities during the last year. 

Mr. Sampter. That wasn’t a separate installation, was it? 

Admiral Kerru. Maybe a room rented or something of that kind 
in the electronics, or so. 

Mr. Wameter. Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, that completes the line items. 

Mr. Wampter. One question. 

Mr. Rivers. I thought you had finished. 

Mr. Wamp ter. I had, almost. 

I wondered how many of the trainees are on the borderline that 
are being considered for deactivation right now ? 

Admiral Kerrn. I will be glad to supply that. I know they are 
always under review, Mr. Wampler, but I don’t know how many we 
consider borderline. 

Mr. Wampter. When they are in that small unit, you get down to 
where you are on the border of deactivating them. 

Admiral Kerrn. If they don’t have their personnel there and can’t 
get them, after a reasonable effort; then we feel the best thing to do 
is to try somewhere else, see if another community can produce what 
we want. 

Mr. Wampter. I would be interested in the figures as far as the 
number you have are concerned. Thank you. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 


MARGINAL TRAINING CENTERS AND FACILITIES 


Eight Naval Reserve Training Centers are under consideration for reduction 
to facility status. 

Nineteen Naval Reserve training facilities are under consideration for reduc- 
tion to electronic facility status. 

All of the above will be under consideration for disestablishment if strength 
and utilization declines to an uneconomical level and if joint utilization by 
another Reserve component cannot be accomplished. 

Mr. Rivers. Have you finished ? 

Mr. Wampeter. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. No questions. 

Mr. Puteri. No questions. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, last year at this time I withheld an 
amendment I was going to propose to include $5 for paint for a sign 
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in Lansing, Mich., and I would like to say to them that has all been 
taken care of. The sign has been painted. 

Mr. Rivers. If you need any additional appropriation, we will be 
glad to help you. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. You made a fine statement, Admiral Keith, and you 
too, what is your name? 

Colonel Zine. Lieutenant Colonel Zieg. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Slatinshek, do you have anything further? 

Mr. Statinsuek. Yes, sir. With permission of the Chair, the 
National Guard Association and the Reserve Officers Association 
would like to submit a statement for the record on title VI of the mili- 
tary construction bill. 

Mr. Rivers. I see this recruit for the ROA here. You just joined 
the ROA? 

Mr. Boyar. I just got 21. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you have something you want to say for the record ? 

Mr. Boyar. We will put a statement in, Mr. Rivers, and that state- 
ment will include what I have to say. 

Mr. Rivers. If you have anything additional, when we have our 
posture hearings we will be very glad to hear from you. 

Mr. Boyar. We will be very glad to be on that. 

(The statement is as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF CoL. JoHN T. CARLTON, Executive Drkector, RESERVE OFFICERS 
ASSOCIATION OF THE UNITED STATES 


RE H.R. 10220, TITLE VI OF A BILL TO AUTHORIZE CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY 
INSTALLATIONS, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, we appreciate the opportunity 
of appearing before your committee, and being permitted to present our views 
on this most important piece of legislation. 

We, of course, are in full accord with the recommendations to authorize 
Reserve Force facilities as outlined in title VI of this bill. 

However, we are disturbed by the fact that the amount of the authorization 
is so much less than the amount authorized for Reserve facilities for the fiscal 
year 1960. 

It seems to us that the amount the services asked for Reserve facilities was 
confined to the amount that the Defense Department told each of the services 
that they would be allotted, instead of the amount each of the services requested. 

Mr. Chairman, I know that you and the members of this committee are aware 
of the fact that the Defense Department and the Bureau of the Budget have for 
the last few years seemed to take the position that the Reserves from now on 
should play a smaller part in the national defense picture than Congress feels 
they should play. We are of course strongly opposed to any effort to minimize 
the part of the Reserves. We do not believe that this is a sound, realistic ap- 
proach to national defense. 

We fully realize that as the tactics, techniques, aand weapons are constantly 
changing so the training of the Reserves should be similarly progressive. If the 
Reserves are so trained they will be in a position to function when and if needed. 

It cannot be denied that the morale of soldiers, sailors, and airmen is involved 
by having the proper facilities in which they can train. 

When the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1955 was under consideration by the 
Congress, the Defense Department and the services supported a program of 
buildup of Reserve strength, with Reserve facilities adequate for proper 
training. 

We still are playing the “too little, too late’ game. There are too few facili- 
ties; too many facilities are inadequate. While great strides have been made 
during the last few years, nevertheless, as outlined in the testimony of the var- 
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ious services’ witnesses before your committee, you can see that we have a long 
way to go before we reach our goal. 

It was brought to your attention that the total Army Reserve construction 
program requires 1,103 facilities but only 461 of these will be completed by the 
end of the fiscal year 1961. 

In the Navy Reserve program your attention is invited to the fact that the 
fiscal years of 1959 and 1960 have been years of transition for the Navy Reserve 
drill-pay program, transition from an organization designed to support general 
mobilization plans, to the Selected Reserve concept of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 

This calls for a D-day organization with specific mobilization assignments. 
Each reservist in the Selected Reserve carries his D-day orders in his pocket 
and on D-day reports to a billet that either augments the fleet or directly sup- 
ports its augmentation. 

There has been a drop in enrollment of the drill-pay program now completely 
reorganized into the Selected Reserve. The officer enrollment is at full strength. 
The enlisted enrollment is 19,000 short of requirements. 

It is this shortage, Mr. Chairman, that permitted the Naval Reserve to operate 
successfully during 1958 and will probably permit reasonably successful opera- 
tions in 1960. 

The program is now growing. During the past 2 months enlisted enrollments 
have increased at a rate in excess of 1,000 per month. If this growth continues, 
the budget proposed for 1961 will not adequately support the readiness in num- 
bers that will be required. 

ROA congratulates the Navy leadership in its support of its Naval Reserve. 
The 1961 RPN budget proposal equals that of 1960, and this has been done in 
the face of a level funding budget imposed upon them that is inadequate to 
meet the Regular Navy’s need for new aircraft and new construction to replace 
the block obsolescence that will greatly reduce the fleet in 1962 and 1963. 

This action reflects a genuine confidence and belief in the readiness of their 
Naval reservists that is most reassuring. However, we respectfully invite the 
attention of the committee to the fact that if the Navy’s Selected Reserve 
achieves its designed growth, the 1961 RPN budget will be insufficient. We hope 
that the Navy will submit a supplemental appropriation should this occur and 
that the committee will not only be receptive to, but will urge this action if 
necessary. 

The “Military construction Naval Reserve” appropriation request can only be 
described as inadequate. 

The Navy started construction of its Naval Reserve Training Centers in 1947. 
Many of them were buildings of temporary construction, converted to the pur- 
pose at that time. Some of them demand replacement for vital reasons of safety. 

The Bureau of the Budget has informally imposed a policy that prohibits re- 
placement construction. This is unrealistic. Reservists cannot be moved to 
different localities at Government’s whim. The metropolitan areas have 
reached saturation points in their Reserve potential. You cannot close a train- 
ing center in one city and expect to build up strength in another to compensate 
for that lost in the closure. 

The urgently needed replacement Naval Reserve Training Centers omitted 
from this budget are Erie, Mobile, Omaha. There are many others that should 
be included. 

We urge that the committee require a reasonable replacement program, The 
money required is insignificant. The reservists’ morale, the quality of train- 
ing, and indeed the prestige of the Federal Government in these localities are vi- 
tally important factors that must be maintained. 

As for the units in the Air Force program who are participating in the or- 
ganized units of the Air Reserve, it would appear that these units are fairly well 
taken care of. However, no funds were asked to build training centers for the 
other members of the Air Reserve who are participating in the Reserve program. 

While we are in full accord, and support the amounts requested to be authorized 
in this bill, we felt that the committee should consider the facts as outlined in 
our statement and be on the alert that in the future authorized requests will be 
sufficient to permit our Reserve program to grow and provide the facilities for 
adequate training. 

We wish to thank the committee for the privilege of appearing before you 
today and for the opportunity of presenting our views. 


Mr. Rivers. What about the National Guard Association? I 
thought General Strauss was here. 
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Mr. SiatinsHeK. He was here, and he indicated if the committee 
is not going to meet tomorrow they would submit a statement for the 
record to permit you to close the hearing. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, statements received by the sub- 
committee will be placed in the record at this point. 

(The statements are as follows :) 


BrigF PRESENTED BY REPRESENTATIVE C. M. BAILEY BEFORE THE ARMED SERVICES 
COMMITTEE CONCERNING RESERVE CENTERS AND NATIONAL GUARD ARMORIES 


Chairman Rivers, members of the subcommittee, I appreciate this opportunity 
to discuss with you the status of the National Guard armories and Army Reserve 
centers in my State of West Virginia. 

I wish, first of all, to commend the subcommittee and the general Committee 
on Armed Services for including in the military construction bill for 1960-61 
Reserve center installations at Clarksburg and Bluefield. I urge that these two 
projects for my State be retained in the construction bill as finally approved by 
the Congress. 

While your committee, in drafting the military construction bill, was generous 
in giving the State two new armory building authorizations, may I at this time 
call your attention to the fact that there are still five cities in West Virginia 
greatly in need of armory facilities that have not as yet been authorized. They 


are— 


City: Cost 
RUG Mio ds ae ee Lh ok de ea $157, 000 
ee soe ieee Tents niet! Meese tem |e ae! 157, 000 
BibewWoeG iss susie tbek se acide 157, 000 
OerseutoW Uaukib ices bie Seed cea esa 250, 000 
Bt. ARVANSs sacle. sub 2d sch db di dd hd eee 157, 000 

TOA ania nn en oe hh 878, 000 


In order for the State to complete its full program of armory construction at 
the earliest possible time, I am requesting your committee to add to your authori- 
zation for units at Montgomery and Hinton, the cities of Elkins and Spencer. 

In an effort to give you the details on the situation, I am offering, and ask to 
be included in this brief, a letter I have received from Mr. J. Henry Francis, co- 
ordinator of the armory program in West Virginia. 

I shall deeply appreciate the committee taking favorable action on this request. 


(The letter referred to is as follows :) 


CHARLESTOWN, W. VA., February 11, 1960. 
Hon. CLEVELAND M. BAILey, 
Member, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 
Dear CLEveE: The military construction bill presented to Congress the other day 
ineludes only two National Guard armories for West Virginia. I assume the 
budget bill corresponds. These armories are— 


6nd cain eh hiner aie adel sei a ase Dee tnenin $189, 000 
FO icsk hie See ow He ween a Wendin eae apna beenembiters 157, 000 


When the fiscal year 1960 program was first made up by National Guard Bu- 
reau, it included two additional armories—Elkins and Spencer. These have 
been dropped along the way by Department of Defense or Bureau of Budget. 

Following are the remaining requirements for new armories in West Virginia 
to replace inadequate, rented facilities: 











Elkins_ -_ $157, 000 
Spencer —_ outhen m 157, 000 
ABQ WOOG iis crate neh pari anagincmtagida Ren serite ws at 157, 000 
CRAP ONION ii iin hike 4d cs ctracnaedtcndid inn yaneeete-uadingqweniaienmemens 250, 000 
Bb... DIDOIRs <2 arthndin cris cadtiguaaendan <2 itented endow neteennnemiin wey 157, 000 

Total scesinta queen dendsneesdesnaplt—5} cenpie-i gangs nseeis 878, 000 
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Adequate sites for these armories are either owned or immediately available, 
State matching funds would be raised from the sale of revenue bonds and can 
thus be made available immediately when required. Existing plans would be used 
for all the armories except Charleston and all of the projects could be adver- 
tised for construction bids within 60 days of the release of money appropriated 
by Congress to pay the Federal share of construction. 

Any action which you could take to secure the inclusion of all or a part of 
these additional armories in the authorization and appropriation bills would be 
of great benefit to the State. Not only would it complete the National Guard 
building program and give us State-owned armories of adequate size and design 
for each of our units, but the construction would provide an additional boost 
to the economy of the State. This year’s construction program is going a long 
way to provide jobs for our many unemployed and a program of similar size 
for the next year will continue the good work which has been begun. 

If any further information is needed with regard to these projects, will you 
please let me know. I can supply or procure for you any information which 
you may need. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. HENRY FRANCIS, Jr., 
Armory Program Coordinator. 





STATEMENT OF Hon. KEN HECHLER, FourtTH DIsTRICT OF WEST VIRGINIA 


Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee, as an Active Army Reserve 
officer myself, I am deeply interested in seeing that the civilian-soldier, who 
has always been the backbone of our Nation’s defense strength, retains his high 
position in the defense structure of America. 

The maintenance and construction of adequate training centers is a great 
factor in keeping up our defense posture, because decent armories and Reserve 
centers improve the quality of training, as well as the esprit de corps, of the 
Americans who give unselfishly of their time, their brains, and their muscles 
to help keep our country ready and strong. 

Therefore, I should like to recommend that the subcommittee consider favor- 
ably the authorization for construction of two badly needed National Guard 
armory facilities in my home State of West Virginia. 

These facilities are located in the cities of Spencer and Elkins. The estimated 
cost of each would be $157,000. 

In truth, five armory facilities not yet authorized nor approved for construc- 
tion are needed in West Virginia, which is making earnest efforts to improve 
and upgrade its armories and Reserve centers. 

These other facilities are needed at Charleston, Kingwood, and St. Albans. 
However, I am as aware as you are that Rome cannot be built in a day, and 
that the amount of money available for construction of these facilities is limited. 
Therefore, I realize that you probably could not authorize. more than two of 
these five centers at this time. 

I understand that authorization has been assured for new armories at Hinton 
and Montgomery, and I hope that Spencer and Elkins can be added to this list, 
if at all possible. 

The city of Spencer lies in my district, in Roane County. Spencer’s population 
is not large, but it serves a large trading area and is a commercial center for 
several nearby counties. It also is a military training center for Roane County 
and surrounding areas. 

As you may know from personal observation, the armory or Reserve center 
in a small city is a real benefit to the community, a source of civic pride and a 
much-used facility. It is usually true that the smaller the city, the greater 
the utilization of its armory. Spencer, which is the training point for a number 
of citizen-soldiers far greater that might be expected in view of the city’s popula- 
tion, certainly would benefit greatly from such a facility. 

The units training at Spencer and Elkins are badly in need of better training 
centers, for the present sites are not at all suitable for the training of 20th 
century defense forces. Construction of these new armories would be a big 
step in the general upgrading of armory facilities throughout West Virginia, and 
authorization for construction by this subcommittee would be a big step in 
bringing about actual construction in the near future. 

Mr. Chairman, several times in the past months I have complained that West 
Virginia is getting shortchanged in the allocation of Government facilities, in- 
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stallations, personnel, and payrolls. Among the worst offenders has been the 
Defense Department. West Virginia ranks a dead last among the 50 States in 
the matter of Defense Department installation, personnel, and payrolls. 

Therefore, it is doubly gratifying to learn that the subcommittee and the full 
committee have seen fit to include new armories for Bluefield and Clarksburg in 
the fiscal 1961 military construction bill. I also am pleased and grateful that 
authorization for new Montgomery and Hinton Armories has been agreed to. 
Now, in view of West Virginia’s urgent need to improve its National Guard 
training centers, I strongly recommended that Spencer and Elkins be added to 
the authorization list. 

Thank you very much. 


STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. WILLIAM H. HARRISON, JR., PRESIDENT, NATIONAL GUARD 
ASSOCIATION OF THE UNITED STATES ON H.R. 10220 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau, Maj. Gen. D. W. McGowan, has graphically illustrated for your benefit 
the present status of the armory construction program for the Army National 
Guard, including what has been built and what remains to be constructed, modi- 
fied, or converted. He has also provided an appropriation, funding, and obliga- 
tion limitation history for your information. 

The statement of General McGowan reflects the ills which have beset the 
armory construction program for the Army National Guard for fiscal years 
1958, 1959, and 1960. Despite the fact that the Congress has authorized and 
appropriated adequate funds for armory construction, and the demonstrated 
ability of the National Guard Bureau and the States to program, fund, and obli- 
gate annual new armory construction of approximately $27 million, dilatory 
tactics by the Bureau of the Budget and the Department of Defense, coupled 
with limitations on obligations and expenditures, have successfully operated to 
delay, extend, and stretch out this important work. The delay of these projects 
makes a relatively simple way to live within an expenditure limitation. 

National Guard Bureau testimony indicates that— 

378 existing armories require alteration or modification ; 

643 new armories are additionally required ; 

$95 million of Federal funds is required to support the alteration, modifi- 
cation, and new construction ; 

$144 million has been appropriated by the Federal Government thus far 
in support of the construction program ; 

Obligations for armory construction range from a low of $6 million in 
fiscal year 1953 to a high of $26 million plus in fiscal years 1956 and 1957. 

Funding restrictions reduced fiscal year 1958 obligations to $13 million. 

Fiseal year 1959 and fiscal year 1960 obligations reflect continued limita- 
tion placed on appropriated funds in those years. 

The financial plan for fiscal year 1961 provides for funding of only $16 
million during that fiscal year, including $12 million and a $4 million carry- 
over out of a remainder of approximately $15 million unobligated. 

The program for the construction of Army National Guard armories is not a 
one-way street. To date, the States have contributed approximately $55 million 
plus to this program. This figure reflects most favorably with the Federal 
appropriations, and still more favorably with the Federal obligations. The best 
information available to us indicates that the States now have on hand almost 
$26 million in State appropriated matching funds available for the construction 
of Army National Guard armories. This is far in excess of the proposed Federal 
authorization contained in this bill of $12 million and would require a Federal 
appropriation in the neighborhood of $75 million on a 75/25 percent construction 
basis. 

We, of course, do not advocate that the Federal Government authorize $75 
million for construction for the Army National Guard in the next fiscal year. We 
do, however, believe that a more realistic expenditure than $16 million can, on a 
basis of past demonstrated experience, be obligated by the National Guard 
Bureau. 

The Reserve Forces Facilities Act was originally enacted in recognition of the 
excessive financial burdens placed upon the States in support of an Army 
National Guard, the primary mission of which is Federal defense. I believe it 
was the intent of Congress to provide a joint effort between the States and the 
Federal Government to meet this financial problem. Each year the States have 
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requested Federal appropriations in support of Army National Guard armory 
construction far in excess of the programs annually submitted to the Congress by 
the Department of Defense which, themselves, have been reduced by limitations 
placed upon expenditures and obligations. 

A brief review of the testimony heard by this committee on the subject clearly 
reveals that armory construction at the present rate of expenditures will take 
in the neighborhood of 8 years to consummate. 

The present haphazard departmental planning and programing for armory 
construction does not permit the States to plan their own construction programs 
on a firm basis. Advance planning by the States is essential to any joint State- 
Federal programs and to their successful accomplishment. 

Accordingly, Mr. Chairman, we respectfully urge that you and your committee 
incorporate additional project authorizations in this bill which will provide total 
amounts more in consonance with the matching funds already on hand and held 
by the States for this program. I am sure if the committee is favorably disposed, 
that the Chief of the National Guard Bureau can supply specific armory construc- 
tion projects which the States are anxious to get under construction and for 
which the States’ share is available. 

Construction programs for the Air National Guard have heretofore been 
accomplished on a much more satisfactory basis and successfully. In fiscal 
year 1961, however, this bill provides much less for Air National Guard con- 
struction than is required by the National Guard Bureau to implement current 
programs for the development, training, and housing of the Air National Guard. 
In this respect, it is as equally unrealistic as is the Army National Guard con- 
struction program. 

The Air National Guard is constantly being reorganized to reflect the latest 
patterns and concepts of the Air Force. More and more complex equipment and 
the latest production types of aircraft are being phased in the Air Guard. Here 
is a component which, under present plans, will be flying and shooting not only 
on M-day but in all probability at H-hour. To delay needed construction in such 
an instance reflects a most shortsighted policy. 

According to the statement made to this committee by General Wilson, 
Deputy Chief of the National Guard Bureau, it will require authorizations and 
obligations of approximately $15 million annually to successfully complete the 
programed construction requirements of the Air National Guard. However, 
H.R. 10220 provides only for $7 million for fiscal year 1961 which will further 
stretch out the accomplishment of necessary construction. 

We urge the committee to ask the Chief, National Guard Bureau, for addi- 
tional Air National Guard projects which, if incorporated into the bill, will 
maintain a yearly realistic construction program and insure that each Air 
National Guard unit has modern, well-equipped facilities with which to perform 
its mission. 

Mr. Chairman, there is great agitation on the part of communities within the 
States that have furnished, at great sacrifice, public buildings to house and train 
the Guard, for the return of these facilities. We believe that these communities 
are justified in view of the manner in which the program was originally pre- 
sented to them and that it is unreasonable for them to continue to assume this 
burden. 

It is for this reason, and the further reason that the States have kept faith 
with the original philosophy of the Reserve Forces Facilities Act by appro- 
priating and having on hand matching State funds, that we earnestly request 
the Congress to provide sufficient authorization and Federal appropriations to 
consumate the required armory construction program at the earliest possible 
date. 


I think that is all. 

The next thing, the Chair will entertain a motion this be reported 
to the full committee with the recommendation that it be passed. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. I so move, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Pumstn. Second. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, that will be done. 

Is there anything else? 

Mr. StatrnsHeK. That is all, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The committee will stand adjourned subject to the call 
of Mr. Vinson. 
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(Whereupon, at 4:04 | a the committee was adjourned, to re- 
convene at the call of the Chair.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Tuesday, March 1, 1960. 


The committee met at 10 a.m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman) 
presiding. 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, on each one of your desks is a new copy 
of H.R. 10777. This is the public works bill, with all amendments that 
the committee agreed to written into the bill. I hope, members, that 
we will have no amendments, and there are no amendments to be con- 
sidered this morning, except the amendment on page 50: Real estate 
property transactions and reports to the Congress. 

Now, those who were here the other day remember when we were 
discussing this matter, I asked Mr. Kilday, Mr. Hardy, and Mr. Bates 
and others to sit down and prepare an amendment which would per- 
mit the Department to make these transactions while Congress was in 
adjournment. And we have come up with a very happy solution. 
It was brought to our attention by our distinguished chief counselor. 
I believe it takes care of the situation we found ourselves in, and I 
believe it is indeed fortunate that he was like a pillar of light to lead 
us out of the darkness. ; 

So we will now read the section, Mr. Kelleher, that gets us out of 
the mire werein. 

Mr. Ketiener. Right. 

Page 50: 

Section 510, Title 10, United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 2662 is amended to read: 

“Sra. 2662. Real property transactions; reports to the Congress. 

“(a) The Secretary of a military department, or his designee, may not enter 
into any of the transactions listed in (1) through (5) below by or for the use 
of that department unless a report of the facts concerning the proposed transac- 
tion has been submitted to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and unless within the first period of thirty days of 
continuous session of the Congress occurring after the date of submission of such 
report (considering continuity of session as broken only by adjournment sine 
die) a resolution has not been adopted by either House of the Congress stating in 
substance that that House does not favor the proposed transaction: Provided, 
That where any part of the thirty-day period immediately following the sub- 
mission of the project eccurs while Congress is not in session because of an 
adjournment sine die the foregoing shall not prevent any of the transactions 
listed in (1) through (5) below from being entered into if the Secretary of 
Defense shall have certified to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives that the transaction contemplated is critical to the 
national defense and that failure to enter into such transaction prior to the 
convening of Congress would imperil the national defense. The transactions 
referred to in the preceding sentence are the following :”. 

The Cuatrman. There is the language. 

I want to thank the members who worked this proviso out. I think 
they approached it in a very very satisfactory manner, and we will 
not hinder or impede the operation of the Department during a 
sine die adjournment of the Con cnet 

Now, are there any amendments to this bill ? 

Mr. Anperson. Mr. Chairman. 
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The CuarrmMan. Mr. Anderson. 

Mr. Anperson. Mr. Chairman, this committee authorized quite a 
bit of Capehart housing last.year which has not gotten under way. 
At this point in the record, I would like to make a brief statement 
concerning the requirements for Capehart housing in my district. 

The CHarrMan. Very well. 

Mr. Anperson. There is a firm and immediate need for 350 more 
family housing units at Malmstrom Air Force Base in Great Falls; 
this justification is available here at the Department of the Air Force 
in the Pentagon. I respectfully urge this committee to take steps 
now to correct the obvious deficiency in Air Force housing there. 

The increasing threat from the air in this portion of the Nation is 
apparent to all. The shift in emphasis for defense installation from 
scattered areas throughout the United States to those along the 
further reaches of strategic areas of air approach by missiles or by 
planes makes the problem acute. Inevitably and increasingly this 
area along the northern border of the United States and Canada will 
continue to play a vital role in our Nation’s defenses, no matter what 
weapons of defense or retaliation may be used. 

You will recall last year that this committee authorized 100 percent 
of requested housing for Malmstrom Air Force Base, but subsequently 
the people down at the Pentagon have not taken any action to imple- 
ment this authorization. 

I recently was in Great Falls, Mont, and was asked by responsible 
individuals in that community, as well as a number of friends of mine 
in the military services at the base, why, in view of the fast-expand- 
ing operations there, no additional housing for families is being con- 
sidered. 

There are presently living in the city of Great Falls around 1,200 
Air Force families, many of them miles distant from the Air Base. 
There are available on the base quarters for 650 families. 

Additional Army Air defense units and Air Force units in the near 
future will further expand the need for housing onbase. 

A group of about 150 IBM technicians have taken over much of 
the good housing in the city of Great Falls. 

The city itself is in process of tearing down a low-rent housing de- 
velopment constructed during World War II, and when it is rebuilt 
to better standards it is my understanding there will be only available 
space for half the number of families previously tenants there. Other 
private rental construction is lagging. 

Consequently, there is a severe shortage of housing for USAF 
personnel which will become critical in the next year or two. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher, any amendments? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, is the Food Container Institute matter 
in the bill? 

Mr. Kewieuer. It is not in the bill. 

The Cuatrman. The Chicago matter? 

Mr. Price. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ArENps. Yes. 

The Cuamman. That is out of the bill. And Mr. Doyle is going 
out Friday, he and Mr. Van Zandt, and make an inspection, and then 
they will go to Massachusetts to look over the situation there. 

The committee will act on it sometime before we get the bill finally 
in shape. 
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Now, Mr. Smart, if there are no questions, let the roll be called. 

[Roll eall.] 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, on this vote, there are 34 yeas and no 
nays. 

The Cuarrman. A quorum being present and 34 voted in the affirma- 
tive and no votes in the negative, the bill is unanimously approved. 

I will file the report and arrange for a hearing before the Rules 
Committee to get a rule. 

I will advise Mr. Arends what time we will go before the Rules 
Committee. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, in writing up the report 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, before that, do you want to call it up 
next week ? 

The Cuarrman. It all depends on how long Mr. Kelleher needs to 
get the report - 

How long will it take you to get the report ? 

Mr. Keiiener. I think by tomorrow afternoon, sir. 

The Cuatrman. We will try, then, to take it up next week. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We will have it as soon as I can get it cleared 
before the Rules Committee. : 

When will the hearings be ready for the printer ? 

Mr. Ketiener. They can go to the printer, I hope, on Thursday, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. On Thursday ? 

Mr. Kevtener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We will have to have all the hearings printed, and 
we will have to have the report ready before we go to the Rules Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Keniener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When do you think you can get it all in shape? 

Mr. Ketieuer. I am sure all of it can be completed by the end of 
this week and probably sooner than that. 

The Cuarrman. Then I am hoping, with that statement, to be able 
to call up the bill at least by the middle of next week. 

Mr. Retinkiree Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Say Thursday of next week ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir, 

The ated ree Then we can not get the bill in prior to civil rights, 
can we 

Mr. Arenps.. By Wednesday. 

The CuamMan. We will try to get it. 

Mr. Kexiener. I will go right ahead on it from now on, Mr. Chair- 
man, 

The Cuarrman. All right; get the report so I can go before the 
Rules Committee. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now, members of the committee, the next order 
of business is that which was passed over for the consideration of this 
bill, and that is the report from Mr. Hébert’s subcommittee. 

Now, do you want to start on that tomorrow or do you want to 


start on it later on in the week, or do you want to wait until next 
week ? 
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Now, what is the wish of the committee ? 

Mr. Hésert. As soon as possible, Mr. Chairman. We are prepared. 
The Cuatrman. Then we will call this bill up. 

Are you ready, Mr. Hébert, you and your committee ? 

Mr. He . Yes. 

The Cuarrman. All right, then we will call—— 

Mr. O’Konsxi. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I be 
recorded as “Aye” on the bill. 

The Cuamman. You may be so recorded. 

Then we will set that bill out for consideration tomorrow morning, 

You are ready ? 

Mr. Héserr. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Courtney is ready ? 

Mr. Hésertr. Mr. Courtney is ready right now, this morning. 

The CuatrmAn. Tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock, then. 

I want to thank all the members for your attendance this morning, 
and we will take a recess until tomorrow morning—— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to ask the members 
of the Utilization of Manpower Committee to remain for about 10 or 
15 minutes. 

The CuarrMan, Yes. I would like to make this statement: I think 
that Mr. Price’s subcommittee should make some progress, and no 
doubt he is studying it, with reference to the Air Force manual, I 
see in the paper that Mr. Walter had that matter up before his com- 
mittee. I think that matter should be buttoned up as quickly as 

ossible. 
P Without objection, the committee will ask Mr. Price to proceed as 
rapidly as the facts and circumstances will warrant. 
e will take a recess—Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenps. No; I just want to ask what we have in the way of 
legislation. 

the Cuamman, Let the committee be in order. Everyone please 
sit down. 

Mr. Arenps. I just asked the chairman what we might have before 
us in the way of committee work here. 

The Cuatrman. Well, we have several very important matters re- 
lating to oil and relating—what are they, Mr. Smart ? 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Kilday is trying to get out the so-called White 
Charger bill, which is about ready for action, as I understand it. 

There is a ship construction bill here, for auxiliary tonnage, which 
we must move. 

There are about 10 other bills of lesser importance that are already 
assigned to subcommittees. 

So it is just a matter of the availability of time for subcommittees 
to get started. 

The CuHatrmMan. Well, we have a very important bill with reference 
to retired officers, a very important bill. 

Mr. Smarr. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. We will make as fast progress as we can. Wecan’t 
do it all in 1 day. We are just trying to work as fast as possible, in 
an orderly way. 

Thank you, members. 

(Whereupon, at 10:20 a.m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m., Wednesday, March 2, 1960.) 











